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AAMS aggregate area management study
ARAR applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement
bgs below ground surface
BHI Bechtel Hanford, Inc.
BiPO, . bismuth phosphate
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
CMS corrective measures study-
COoC contaminant of concern
COPC contaminant of potential concern
DCG derived concentration guideline
DOE U.S. Department of Energy
DQA data quality assessment
DQO data quality objective
DSS double-shell shury
Ecology Washington State Department of Ecology
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
ERC Environmental Restoration Contractor
FS feasibility study
FY fiscal year
GRA general response action
HASP health and safety plan
HPGe high-purity germanium
IDW investigation-derived waste
K4 distribution coefficient
MTCA Model Toxics Control Act
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
NTU nephelometric unit
ou operable unit
PRG preliminary remediation goal
PUREX Plutonium/Uranium Extraction (Plant)
QRA qualitative risk assessment
RAO remedial action objective
RAWP remedial action work plan
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976
RDR remedial design report
REDOX Reduction-Oxidation (Facility)
RESRAD RESidual RADioactivity dose model
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METRIC CONVERSION CHART

The following conversion chart is provided to aid the reader in conversion.

Into Metric Units Out of Metric Units

If You Know Multiply By To Get - If You Know Multiply By  To Get
Length Length
inches 254 millimeters millimeters 0.039 inches
inches 2.54 centimeters centimeters 0.394 inches
feet 0.305 meters meters 3.281 feet
yards 0.914 meters meters 1.094 vards
miles 1.609 kilometers kilometers 0.621 miles
Area Area
sq. inches 6.452 Q- centimeters sq. centimeters 0.155 . sq. inches
sq. feet 0.093 5Q. meters sq. meters 10.76 sq. feet
sq. vards .0836 $G. meters 5q. meters 1.196 sq. yards
sq. miles 26 sg. kilometers sq. kilometers 04 5q. miles
acres 0.405 hectares hectares 247 acres
Mass (weight) Mass (weight)
ounces 28.35 grams grams 0.035 ounces
pounds 0.454 kilograms kilograms 2.205 pounds
ton 0,907 metric ton metric ton 1.102 ton
Volume Volume
teaspoons 5 milliliters milliliters 0.033 fluid ounces
tablespoons 15 milliliters liters 2.1 pints
fluid ounces 30 milliliters liters 1.057 quarts
cups 0.24 liters liters 0.264 gallons
pints .47 liters cubic meters 35.315 cubic feet
quarts 0.95 liters cubic meters 1.308 cubic yards
gallons 3.8 liters '
cubic feet 0.028 cubic meters
cubic yards 0.765 cubic meters
Temperature Temperature
Fabrenheit subtract 32, Celsius Celsius multiply by Fahrenheit

then 9/5, then add

multiply by 32

5/9
Radioactivity Radioactivity
picocuries 37 millibecquerel millibecquerel 0.027 picocuries
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement) (Ecology
et al. 1990) identifies approximately 700 soil waste sites (and associated structures) resulting
from the discharge of liquids and solids from 200 Areas processing facilities to the ground.
These 700 sites have been arranged into 23 separate waste groups that contain Comprehensive
Environmental Response Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) past-practice sites;
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) past-practice (RPP) sites; and RCRA
treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) units.

The 200-CS-1 Chemical Sewer Group Operable Unit (OU) is one of the 200 Areas waste site
groups defined in the Tri-Party Agreement. The chemical sewer wastes were generated by
several of the separation/concentration process facilities (e.g., Reduction-Oxidation [REDOX]
Facility, Plutonium-Uranium Extraction [PUREX] Plant, and B Plant cesium/strontium recovery
operations). Generally these wastes were disposed of aboveground in ponds or ditches. This
work plan implements the framework for obtaining characterization information to support the
remedial investigation (RI) and feasibility study (FS) for the 200-CS-1 Chemical Sewer Group
OU. Waste sites included in the 200-CS-1 Chemical Sewer Group OU are as follows:

216-A-29 Ditch (PUREX Plant chemical sewer)
216-S-10 Ditch

216-5-10 Pond

216-B-63 Trench (B Plant chemical sewer)
216-W-LWC (laundry waste crib)
UPR-200-W-34 (overflow at 216-S-10 Ditch)
216-S-11 Pond.

® & & & & & 9

This work plan contains the requirements for characterization of the first four waste sites: the
216-A-29 Ditch, the 216-5-10 Ditch, 216-S-10 Pond, and the 216-B-63 Trench. The logic for
determining which sites are to be characterized in this QU is contained in Section 2.2. All four
sites to be characterized are TSD units and are identified as interim status units under
Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-303. The remaining sites, the 216-W-LWC,
216-11 Pond, and UPR-200-W-34 are RPP sites. The current Part A Permit applications for
these units are contained in Appendix A.

The schedule for work at the Hanford Site is governed by Tri-Party Agreement milestones. The
milestone controlling the schedule for the 200-CS-1 OU is Milestone M-13-21, “Submit
Chemical Sewer Group Work Plan” (August 31, 1999). All characterization work in the

200 Areas is scheduled to be completed by December 31, 2008 (Milestone M-15-00C). An
associated milestone is Milestone M-20-39, which requires submittal of the 216-S-10 Pond and
Ditch closure/post-closure plans to the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) by
February 28, 2003. Milestone M-20-00, “Submit Part B Permit Applications or Closure/Post-
closure Plans for All RCRA TSD Units,” requires permit applications, closure, and post-closure
plans to be submitted to Ecology for approval by February 28, 2004.

1-1
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1.1  SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES

This work plan provides details for characterizing chemical, radiological, and physical
conditions in the soil at four waste sites in the 200-CS-1 OU. This work plan presents
background information, existing data regarding contamination, and the approach that will be
used to investigate and characterize the sites. The preliminary remedial action alternatives that
are likely to be considered for remediation of the OU waste sites are also identified. A
discussion of the remedial investigation planning and execution process is also included, as well
as a schedule for the characterization work. Details on sampling and analysis are provided in
Appendix B to guide work in the field and for the purpose of waste management.

After characterization data have been collected, the results will be presented in a group-specific
RI report that includes the specific RCRA TSD unit characterization. The RI report will support
the evaluation of remedial alternatives and closure options that will be included in the
group-specific FS and specific RCRA TSD unit closure plan. The schedule for assessment
activities at the 200-CS-1 OU is presented in Section 6.0. Remedial alternatives may be applied
to any or all of the waste sites in an OU, and different alternatives may be applied to different
waste sites depending on site characteristics. These preliminary remedial alternatives will be
further developed and agreed to in the FS/closure plan, in the proposed plan/proposed permit
conditions to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, and the eventual Record of Decision (ROD)
and Permit modification for this OU.

1.2 200 AREAS IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

The Tri-Party Agreement requires that characterization and remediation of waste sites integrate

. the requirements of CERCLA and RCRA and provide a standard approach to direct cleanup
activities in a consistent manner and ensure that applicable regulatory requirements are met. The
200 Areas Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Implementation Plan — Environmental
Restoration Program (DOE-RL 1999) (hereinafter referred to as the Implementation Plan),
outlines a framework to provide for consistent, integrated cleanup actions (i.e., characterization
and remediation) at the 23 waste groups in the 200 Areas. The Implementation Plan integrates
the requirements of RCRA and CERCLA into one standard approach for cleanup activities. This
approach is illustrated in Figure 1-1.

The Implementation Plan consolidates much of the information normally found in an
OQU-specific work plan to avoid duplication of this information for each of the 23 waste groups in
the 200 Areas. The Implementation Plan also lists potential applicable or relevant and
appropriate requirements (ARARs), lists preliminary remedial action objectives (RAOs), and
contains a discussion of potentially feasible remedial technologies that may be employed in the
200 Areas.

This work plan references the Implementation Plan for further details on several topics, including
general information on the physical setting and operational history of 200 Areas facilities,
ARARs, RAOs, and general post-work plan activities.
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2.0 BACKGROUND AND SETTING

The purpose of this section is to provide a detailed description of the 200-CS-1 OU and
associated waste sites so the background and setting are well understood. Information is
presented and discussed in a logical manner beginning with the physical setting (i.e., topography,
geology, vadose zone, and groundwater), waste site descriptions, and waste stream contaminants,
and ending with the conceptual model. The information is summarized from several reports, as
referenced. Of these, the key reports referenced are as follows:

o Waste Site Grouping for 200 Areas Soil Investigations (DOE-RL 1997)

o 200 Areas Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Implementation Plan -
Environmental Restoration Program (DOE-RL 1999)

. PUREX Source Aggregate Area Management Study Report (DOE-RL 1993b)
. B Plant Source Aggregate Area Management Study Report (DOE-RL 1993a)
.. S Plant Aggregate Area Management Study Report (DOE-RL 1992b)

. 200-BP-11 Operable Unit RFI/CMS and 216-B-3 Main Pond, 216-B-63 Trench, and
216-A-29 Ditch Work/Closure Plan (DOE-RL 1995).

The waste sites in the 200-CS-1 OU are located on the Hanford Site in southeastern Washington
State, in and around the 200 East and West Areas (Figure 2-1). This OU consists of seven waste
sites that received mostly chemical sewer discharges from a variety of 200 Areas operations.
These seven waste sites are contained within four areas (see Figures 2-2 through 2-5 for
additional detail).

Certain subsections of this section contain information that will be used for portions of the
RCRA TSD closure plan. Section 2.1 describes the physical setting which corresponds to the
closure plan facility and location. Section 2.2 provides waste descriptions and history which
correspond to the closure plan facility description, location, and process information.

2.1 - PHYSICAL SETTING

Data on physical characteristics of the contaminated sites and surrounding areas are needed to
define potential contaminant transport pathways in the subsurface from-the disposal sites, toward
groundwater, and toward potential receptors. These data (which are summarized from the
Implementation Plan, Appendix F [DOE-RL 1999]) describe the physical setting for the
conceptual models of contaminant distribution and exposure. Data on physical characteristics
are also needed to provide sufficient engineering information for developing and screening
remedial action alternatives.
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2.1.1 Topography

The 200 Area Plateau is the common reference used to describe the broad, flat area that
constitutes a local topographic high around the 200 Areas. The plateau is one of the flood bars
(i.e., Cold Creek Bar) formed during the cataclysmic flooding events of the Missoula floods
(which was the last major flood approximately 13,000 years ago). The northem boundary of the
flood bar is defined by an erosional channel that runs east-southeast before turning south just east
of the 200 East Area. This erosional channel formed during waning stages of flooding as
floodwaters drained from the basin. The northern half of the 200 East Area lies within this
ancient flood channel. The southern half of the 200 East Area and most of the 200 West Area
are situated on the flood bar. A secondary flood channel running southward off the main channel
bisects the 200 West Area. The buried former river and flood channels may provide preferential
pathways for groundwater and contaminant movement.

2.1.2 Geology

The 200-CS-1 QU is located in the Pasco Basin on the Columbia Plateau. It is underlain by
basalt of the Columbia River Basalt Group and a sequence of suprabasalt sediments. From
oldest to youngest, major geologic units of interest are the Elephant Mountain Basalt Member,
the Ringold Formation, the Plio-Pleistocene unit, and the Hanford formation. The Ringold
Formation is informally divided into several informal units (from oldest to youngest). unit A,
lower mud, unit E, and upper unit. The Plio-Pleistocene unit contains an upper distally derived
subunit and a lower locally derived subunit that is interpreted to be a weathering surface
developed on the top of the Ringold Formation (WHC 1994; Bjornstad 1990). The upper subunit
is not present in the 200 East or 200 West Areas. The locally derived subunit is present under
the 200 West Area. The Hanford formation has two major facies (i.e., gravel-dominated and
sand-dominated) and is present beneath the 200 East and 200 West Areas.

The Elephant Mountain Basalt Member is overlain by the Ringold Formation in the east, south,
and central sections of the 200 East Area and all of the 200 West Ared. This formation consists
of an interstratified sequence of unconsolidated clay, silt, sand, and granule to cobble gravel
deposited by the ancestral Columbia River. These alluvial sediments consist of four major units
(from oldest to youngest): these are the fluvial gravel and sand of unit A, the buried soil
horizons and lake deposits of the lower mud sequence, the fluvial sand and gravel of unit E, and
the lacustrine mud of the upper unit.

Overlying the Ringold Formation in the 200 West Area is the locally derived subunit of the
Plio-Pleistocence unit. The locally derived subunit consists of poorly sorted, locally derived,
interbedded reworked loess, silt, sand, and basaltic gravel (WHC 1994). The subunit consists of
a lower carbonate-rich part and an upper siity part. The carbonate-rich part consists of
interbedded carbonate-poor and carbonate-rich strata. The upper silty part was previously
interpreted to be early Pleistocene loess and referred to as the early Palouse soil (Bjornstad
1990). Generally, it is well-sorted quartz-rich/basalt-poor silty sand to sandy silt (BHI 1996).

Where the Ringold Formation and Plio-Pleistocene unit are not present, the Hanford formation
overlies basalt. The Hanford formation consists of unconsolidated gravel, sand, and silts
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deposited by cataclysmic floodwaters. These deposits consist of gravel-dominated and
sand-dominated facies. The gravel-dominated facies consists of cross-stratified, coarse-grained
sands and granule to boulder gravel. The gravel is uncemented and matrix-poor. The sand facies
consists of well-stratified fine- to coarse-grained sand and granule gravel. Silt in this facies is
variable and may be interbedded with the sand. Where the silt content is low, an
open-framework texture is common. An upper and lower gravel unit and a middle sand facies
are present in the study area.

The cataclysmic floodwaters that deposited sediments of the Hanford formation also locally
reshaped the topography of the Pasco Basin. The floodwaters deposited a thick sand and gravel
bar that constifutes the higher southern portion of the 200 Areas, informally known as the

200 Area Plateau. In the waning stages of the ice age, these floodwaters also eroded a channel
north of the 200 Areas in the area currently occupied by Gable Mountain Pond. These
floodwaters removed all of the Ringold Formation from this area and deposited Hanford
formation sediments directly over basalt.

Holocene-aged deposits overlie the Hanford formation and are dominated by eolian sheets of
sand that form a thin veneer across the site, except in localized areas where the deposits are
absent. Surficial deposits consist of very fine- to medium-grained sand to occasionally silty
sand. Silty deposits less than 1-m (approximately 3-ft) thick have also been documented at waste
sites where fine-grained, windblown material has settled out through standing water over many
years. A generalized stratigraphic column for the area around the 200-CS-1 OU is shown in
Figure 2-6.

2.1.3 Vadose Zone

The vadose zone is approximately 104-m (340-ft) thick in the southern section of the 200 East
Area and thins to the north to 0.3 m (1 ft) near West Lake. Sediments in the vadose zone are
dominated by the Ringold and Hanford Formations. Because erosion during cataclysmic
flooding removed much of the Ringold Formation north of the central part of the 200 East Area,
the vadose zone is dominantly composed of Hanford formation sediments between the northern
part of the 200 Areas and Gable Mountain. Areas of basalt also project above the water table
north of the 200 East Area. The lower mud sequence is the most significant aquitard in the
200 East Area and can be a significant perching layer.

In the 200 West Area, the vadose zone thickness ranges from 79 m (261 ft) in the southeast
comer to 102 m (337 ft) in the northwest corner. Sediments in the vadose zone are the Ringold
Formation, the Plio-Pleistocene unit, and the Hanford formation. Erosion during cataclysmic
flooding removed some of the Ringold Formation and Plio-Pleistocene unit. Perched water has
historically been documented above the Plio-Pleistocene unit at various locations in 200 West
Area.

Recharge to the unconfined aquifer within the 200 Areas is from artificial and possibly natural
sources. If natural recharge occurs, it originates from precipitation. Estimates of recharge from
precipitation range from 0 to 10 cm/yr (0 to 4 in./yr) and are largely dependent on soil texture
and the type and density of vegetation. Artificial recharge occurred when effluent such as
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cooling water was disposed of to the ground. Zimmerman et al. (1986) report that between 1943
and 1980, 6.33 x 10'' L (1.67 x 10" gal) of liquid wastes were discharged to the soil column.
Most sources of artificial recharge have been halted. The artificial recharge that does continue is
largely limited to liquid discharges from sanitary sewers, two state-approved land disposal
structures, and 140 small-volume, uncontaminated, miscellaneous streams. One of the approved
land disposal structures is located northeast of the 216-B-3C lobe and receives plant-treated
liquid wastes from the 200 East and 200 West Area facilities.

While the liquid waste disposal facilities were operating, many localized areas of saturation or
near saturation were created in the soil column. With the reduction of artificial recharge in the
200 Areas, the downward flux of moisture in the vadose zone beneath these waste sites
decreased but may continue to be significant for a period of time because of gravity drainage of
the saturated/near-saturated soil column. When unsaturated conditions are reached, the moisture
flux becomes increasingly less significant because unsaturated hydraulic conductivities decrease
with decreasing moisture content. In the absence of artificial recharge, the potential for recharge
from precipitation becomes more important as a driving force for any contamination remaining
in the vadose zone.

2.1.4 Groundwater

The groundwater in the 200 East Area occurs in the Hanford and Ringold Formations. In the
northern part of the 200 East Area, the water table is within gravelly and sandy sediments of the
Hanford formation except in areas where basalt extends above the water table. In the central and
southern sections of the 200 East Area, the water table is located near the contact of the Ringold
and Hanford Formations, and the saturated thickness of the aquifer is predominantly within the
Ringold Formation.

The groundwater table near the 200 East Area ranges in depth from about 65 m (213 ft) to over
100 m (328 ft). As shown in Figure 2-7, groundwater flows radially outward from a hydraulic
mound in the 200 East Area (Barnett and Chou 1998). The apex of the mound is beneath the
approximate center of the 216-B-3B expansion pond. As discussed in the previous section, the
mound in the 200 East Area was created by artificial recharge from the 200-CW-1 waste sites
and, to a lesser degree, the 200-CS-1 waste sites. Gable Mountain Pond and 216-B-3 Pond were
the main areas of recharge based on the location and size of the mound during the active period
of discharge. The current location of the mound is likely the result of historically higher
recharge in the expansion ponds to the east of the main pond which were constructed because of
limited infiltration capacity of the main pond. The upper surface of the Ringold lower mud unit,
which pinches out betwéen 216-B-3C lobe and 216-B-3 Pond, may also influence the current
position of the groundwater mound. The water table beneath 216-B-3 Pond is currently dropping
at a rate of approximately 2 m/yr (7 ft/yr), based on water measurements collected in 1997 and
1998.

The groundwater in the 200 West Area occurs primarily in the Ringold Formation. The depth to
the water table varies from about 50 m (164 ft) to greater than 100 m (328 ft). A large
groundwater mound created by 216-U-10 Pond raised the water table by about 20 m (66 ft)
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above pre-operational conditions (PNNL 1998). Since 1984 (when 216-U-10 Pond was
decommissioned), water levels have declined over 6 m (20 ft).

2.2  WASTE SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY

The 200-CS-1 OU consists of seven waste sites, as defined in the Tri-Party Agreement and the
Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) and as listed in Table 2-1. These sites are primarily
aboveground man-made ponds, ditches, or trenches and were created to dispose of the chemical
sewer waste streams from the separation/concentration processes (e.g., PUREX Plant, REDOX
Facility, and B Plant cesium/strontium recovery operations). The waste group consists primarily
of waste sites that received unknown but probable dilute quantities of inorganic and/or organic
chemicals. Radionuclide inventories are very small to negligible, although several sites have a
uranium component, particularly 216-S-10 Ditch, which received 215 kg of uranium in an
unplanned release (UPR-200-W-34, which is a discrete site included in the 200-CS-1 OU).

A summary of waste site information is provided in Table 2-1. This sumnmary includes the dates
of operation, physical size (i.e., depth from surface at time of operation and dimensions), general
description and status, category of the unit, and the source facility.

As defined in the waste site groupings report (DOE-RL 1997), chemical sewer wastes were
generated at many of the separation/concentration processes conducted at the large canyon
buildings. Early chemical sewer wastes were combined with the larger cooling water and steam
condensate. streams during the bismuth phosphate (BiPOs) and uranium recovery processes and
discharged to ponds and ditches. With the advent of continuous solvent extraction processes at
the Hanford Site, new plants such as the REDOX Facility, PUREX Plant, and the 1970s
cesium/strontium recovery operations at B Plant were designed with separated chemical sewers
and separate waste disposal sites. In most cases, these sites were aboveground pond or ditch
structures.

It is clear that, by the original design definitions, these streams were designed to serve
nonradioactive operations in the plants at areas such as operating galleries, service areas,

aqueous makeup galleries, and maintenance areas. The plants discharged acidic/basic solutions
from demineralizers, out-of-specification chemical batches, noncontaminated floor drain waste
liquids, nonradiological process wastes, nonprocess steam condensates, noncontaminated vessel
coil waste, and other wastes into these streams, which also received a quantity of raw water to
dilute any chemical additions. These streams became contaminated with generally low levels of
radionuclides at some unspecified time and by unknown processes.

The primary waste sites in this group are the 216-A-29 Ditch (which fed into the 216-B-3 Pond
main lobe), the 216-B-63 Ditch, and the 216-8-10/8-11 Pond/Ditch complex. All of these sites
have been active from their start date to the 1994-1995 time frame and, except for the 216-8-11
Pond, are all RCRA TSD units.

The 216-S-11 Pond (located on the southeast side of the 216-S-10 Ditch) was constructed to
provide additional leaching surface in May 1954 and operated until 1965 and, therefore, received
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wastes similar to the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch. This site is obviously included in the 200-CS-1
OU because of geographic and waste characteristics similar to the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch.

The 216-W-LWC (i.e., the 200 West Area laundry crib) received process wastewater from the
contaminated laundry facility and mask cleaning station (i.e., 2724-W and 2723-W Buildings).
This crib is included in the 200-CS-1 OU because it received predominantly dilute
nonradionuclide or low-level radionuclide effluents. '

No specific chemical characterization was applied to any of the waste streams associated with
200-CS-1 OU waste sites during operations, suggesting that the liquids were mostly raw water
possessing neutral characteristics. The occasional ¢hemical releases to the waste stream
probably temporarily altered the pH of the waste stream. However, much of this effect is
expected to be reduced through mixing during flow through the sewer lines or immediately upon
discharge to the soil column (e.g., through buffering actions in the soil).

2.2.1 Process Information

The chemical sewer group includes those waste sites within the 200 Areas that predominately
received chemical sewer wastes from various processes conducted at many of the
separation/concentration facilities. Initially, the chemical sewer wastes and non-contact cooling
waters were combined and disposed of in concert with each other, thus, similar characteristics
may be found in the resultant ponds (e.g., 216-B-3 Pond). As processes progressed and
operations were revised, designs were modified to separate waste disposal for these various
streams.

As a rule, the chemical sewers were designed to capturé nonradioactive waste from operations in
the process facilities. These waste streams included operating galleries, service areas, aqueous
makeup galleries, maintenance areas, overflow tanks, and various floor drains. As stated in the
waste site groupings report (DOE-RL 1997), the discharges included out-of-specification
chemical batches, noncontaminated floor drain wastes, nonradiological process wastes,
nonprocess steam condensate, noncontaminated vessel coil wastes, and other wastes into these
streams, which also received a quantity of raw water to dilute any chemical additions. From
various environmental monitoring evaluations, it is known that low levels of radionuclides were
introduced into these waste streams, although the specific time and circumstances of these
releases are unknown. '

The primary, large volume waste sites within the group include PUREX Plant chemical sewer
ditch (216-A-29 Ditch), the B Plant chemical sewer ditch (216-B-63 Trench), and the 202-S
chemical sewer system (216-S-10 Ditch and Pond and 216-S-11 Pond). These sites represent the
worst-case (i.e., 216-A-29 Ditch) and typical-case (i.e., 216-S-10 Ditch) waste sites and the TSD
facilities (i.e., 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-S-10 Diich and Pond, and 216-B-63 Trench). These
individual waste sites are discussed in the following subsection.
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2.2.2 Representative Sites

The concept of using analogous sites to reduce the amount of site characterization and evaluation
required to support remedial action decision making is discussed in the Implementation Plan
(DOE-RL 1999). The use of this approach relies on first grouping sites with similar location,
geology, waste site history, and contaminants, then choosing one or more representative sites for
comprehensive field investigations, including sampling. Findings from site investigations at
representative sites are extended to apply to other waste group sites that were not characterized.
Sites for which field data have not been collected are assumed to have chemical characteristics
similar to the sites that were characterized.

Data from representative sites will be used to evaluate remedial alternatives and to select a
preferred remedy applicable to the entire waste group. Confirmation sampling of the analogous
sites after remedy selection will be required and is built into the remedial design planning to
demonstrate that analogous conditions exist. Confirmatory investigations of limited scope can
be performed at the sites not selected as representative sites rather than performing full
characterization efforts. Although there is a degree of uncertainty in employing the analogous
site concept, there is a substantial benefit in the early selection of remedies that allow early
cleanup action to be performed.

Several features common to waste sites in the 200-CS-1 OU make this characterization effort
amenable to the analogous site concept. The most significant of these attributes are geography,
physical setting, waste characteristics (i.e., effluent volume and waste stream chemistry), and
expected distribution of contaminants. The proximity of sites within the same geochemical
setting suggests that conditions affecting contaminant fate and transport should be very similar
(i.e., the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch are representative of 200 West Area, and 216-A-29 Ditch and
216-B-63 Trench are representative of 200 East Area).

Sites within the OU that best represent typical and worst-case conditions were identified as
representative sites (DOE-RL 1997). The sites with large contaminant inventories relative to the
waste group and high volume of effluent received were considered first, as these are considered
worst-case situations and represent the sites with the highest contamination and greatest potential
impact on the vadose zone and groundwater.

The analogous site approach is applied to RPP sites only; all TSD sites are usually characterized
separately. Specifically for this OU, the representative sites are also TSD sites. The sites chosen
to represent the 200-CS-1 QU are the 216-A-29 Ditch and the 216-S-10 Ditch. These waste sites
were selected for comprehensive field investigation because they are the worst-case site and
typical type of sites, respectively, in terms of effluent volume and/or contaminant inventory. The
following sections describe the representative sites and remaining TSD sites in detail.

2.2.2.1 216-A-29 Ditch. The 216-A-29 Ditch received discharge from the PUREX Plant
chemical sewer. The ditch was uncovered and unlined and followed the natural topography
(Figure 2-2). The ditch originated outside the perimeter fence and was estimated to be 1,220 m
(4,000 ft) in length and 1.8-m (6-ft) wide. The depth of the ditch varied from 0.6 to 4.6 m (2 to
15 ft). The first 3 m (10 ft) from the point of influent was a concrete spillway designed to
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control erosion. The end of the ditch connects to the 216-B-3-3 Ditch and finally to the 216-B-3
Pond. The representative stratigraphy beneath the 216-A-29 Ditch is shown in Figure 2-8.

The waste streams contributing to the 216-A-29 Ditch included the following, which are
summarized from the stream-specific report (WHC 1990d):

Various floor drains: 202-A Pipe and Operations Gallery; air compressor, process
blower, and service blower rooms in 202-A; 211-A Pumphouse; and 202-A Instrument
and Maintenance Shops

618-1 and 618-2 flash tanks containing heating coils, spray water, and steam condensate
206-A fractionator condensers and reboiler cooling water and steam condensate

Sink drain from the battery room, instrument shop, and maintenance shop in 202-A

202-A Laboratory ventilation room; heating, ventilation, and air conditioning-related
drainage

202-A Laboratory nonradioactive clothing change room drains
ZOQ-A blower room condensate

Overflow from various demineralized water storage tanks
Overflow from the emergency water supply tank

Raw water used to continuously flush the PUREX Plant chemical sewer line.

The operational time frame for the PUREX Plant chemical sewer was between November 1955
and July 1991. At the beginning of its operation, the 216-A-29 Ditch received discharge from
the PUREX Plant cooling water and discharge from the chemical sewer. Historical information
(GE 1959) indicates an area Jabeled “A Swamp” that was located where the cooling water may
have joined the chemical sewer ditch (i.e., within the Grout Treatment Facility).

In early 1980; due to effluent monitoring requirements, the chemical sewer lines feeding the
216-A-29 Ditch required upgrades to allow for monitoring and diversion capabilities. A
diversion box was upgraded and connected to the 216-A-42 retention basin. The basin received
chemically or radioactively contaminated diversions from the PUREX Plant chemical sewer line,
cooling water line, and steam condensate discharge (Viita 1980).

During 1990, plans were developed and approved to discontinue discharges and to close the
216-A-29 Ditch (WHC 1990b). In 1991, all discharges were discontinued and the ditch was
isolated (i.e., concrete was placed in the vitrified clay pipes) from the chemical sewer lines.
Contaminated soil from the ditch banks was consolidated in the bottom of the ditch and the side
slopes were regraded (using nearby clean soil fill) to minimize erosion and facilitate surveillance.
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Inside the perimeter fence, the ditch has been filled to grade, surrounded with a light chain
barricade, and the area was posted with underground contamination placards. Outside the
perimeter fence, the ditch has been completely covered with backfill and stabilized. As a final
measure, the site was revegetated and reposted.

2.2.2.2 216-B-63 Trench. The 216-B-63 Trench was constructed prior to1970 as a percolation
trench to receive emergency cooling water and chemical sewer wastes from B Plant. The trench
was taken out of service in 1992. The ditch was an open, unlined man-made earthen trench that
was closed at one end (i.e., does not convey effluent to any other facility). The trench is located
entirely within the 200 East Area perimeter fence (Figure 2-3). The trench was approximately
427 m (1,400 ft) in length, 1.2-m (6-ft) wide, and averaged 3 m (10 ft) in depth. The side slope
was 1.5:1. There was a 5.1 cm (2 in.) rockfill for the first 3.1 m (10 ft) of the trench and a
40.6-m (16-in.) inlet pipe approximately 1.5-m (5-ft) long that entered the trench 1 m (3 ft)
below grade. The representative stratigraphy beneath the 216-B-63 Trench is shown in

Figure 2-9.

Contributors to the 216-B-63 Trench included floor, funnel, and sink drains; steam condensate
and/or cooling water; tank overflow and drain effluent; sump effluent; and rainwater. Specific
sources of each are presented in the stream-specific report (WHC 1990a).

The 216-B-63 Trench was used to receive B Plant cooling water and in-tank solidification No. 2
cooling water from March 1970 to May 1970 (ARH 1971). In May 1970, the trench began
receiving B Plant chemical sewer effluent. The B Plant chemical sewer pipeline went directly to
the 216-B-63 Trench. The 207-B retention basin was used to retain low-level liquid waste
(cooling water) in route to the 216-B-2 series ditches (located east of the structure). Chemical
sewer waste did not pass through the 207-B retention basin, but cooling water was routed
through the retention basin from March to May of 1970. The 216-B-2 series ditches, which are
parallel to the 216-B-63 Trench, were initially used to dispose of liquid waste from the 207-B
retention basin. The basin is located 610 m (2,000 ft) northeast of B Plant, immediately south of
the B tank.

An upgrade to the chemical sewer system that discharged to the 216-B-63 Trench was planned in
1980 after it was determined that an estimated loss of more than 1,140,000 L/day

(300,000 gal/day) could be leaking into the ground from the sewer (RHO 1980a). Leakage had
been documented at the chemical sewer for about 10 years from the date of this recommended
upgrade. It was determined that about half of this amount of liquid was lost by leakage prior to
reaching a measuring station at the 207-B retention basin. The pipelines that were known or
suspected of leaking were relined or replaced by Project B-496 in 1985. The 38-cm (15-in.)
vitrified clay pipe downstream of manhole No. 12 (which is the beginning of the TSD unit piping
and conveyed effluent to 216-B-63 Trench) was not replaced because it did not have known
leakage problems (RHO 1984).

The trench was isolated and interim stabilized in December 1994 and January 1995. The weir
box at the head end of the trench was filled with concrete and the valve stems at the 207-B
retention basin were cut off. A pre-stabilization civil survey was performed, the trench was
covered with clean soil and marked with concrete posts, and a post-stabilization civil survey was
performed.
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2.2.2.3 216-S-10 Ditch. The 216-S-10 Ditch received discharge from the REDOX Facility.
This ditch was part of a system that includes the 216-S-10 and 216-S-11 Ponds (Figure 2-4). In
addition to these three sites, during May 1954 (GE 1956) there was a one-acre overflow from the

ditch that released an estimated 215 kg of uranium. This unplanned release is referenced as
UPR-200-W-34.

The 216-8-10 Ditch was an uncovered, unlined, man-made ditch that received wastewater from
the REDOX Facility. The ditch originated outside the perimeter fence and was estimated to be
686 m (2,250 ft) in length, 1.8-m (6-ft) wide, and averaged 1.8 m (6 ft) in depth. The
representative stratigraphy beneath the 216-5-20 Ditch is shown in Figure 2-10.

Approximately 50 waste streams contributed to the 216-S-10 Ditch (WHC 1990¢). The routine
waste stream sources include the compressor cooling water from the 202-S Building and the
sanitary water overflow from the 2901-1-901 water tower. The remaining sources were
infrequent additions and included 202-S Building floor drains and funnel drains, 211-8 tank farm
pump drains, tank drains, station drains, chemical sewer line manholes, and 276-S Building floor
drains.

The 216-S-10 system was developed in February 1954 when it became apparent that more
leaching surface was needed. At that time, the 216-S-10 Pond was constructed to provide more
leaching surface. The two 216-S-11 leach pond lobes on the southeast side of the 216-5-10
Ditch were constructed to provide even more leaching surface in May 1954. Plugging of the
system occurred in part due to inadvertent dumping of aluminum nitrate nonahydrate solutions.
In 1955, 0.6 m (2 ft) of sediment were dredged from the bottom of the 216-S-10 Ditch to
improve water percolation in the ditch. The contaminated sediments were buried in excavation
pits along the sides of the ditch. The depth and location of the pits is unknown (RHO 1979).

The 216-S-10 Ditch remained in use until 1984 when the south end of the ditch was backfilled
and stabilized. The north end of the ditch remains open to a depth of approximately 3 m (10 ft)
The 216-S-10 Ditch last received discharges during 1991 (BHI 1995) and has since been
physically isolated (June 1994).

2.2.2.4 216-S-10 Pond. The 216-S-10 Pond received discharge from the REDOX Facility. This
pond was part of a system that included the 216-S-10 Ditch and the 216-S-11 Pond (Figure 2-3).
The pond was dug in 1954 at the southwest end of the 216-S-10 Ditch to provide additional
percolation surface. (See Section 2.2.2.2 for additional discussion on the 216-S-10 Ditch.)

The 216-S-10 Pond was an irregular-shaped, man-made pond that covered approximately
20,234 m? (5 acres) and included four finger-leach trenches. The pond was approximately 2.4 m
(8 ft) at its deepest point. The pond was fed by the 216-8-10 Ditch. Both the ditch and pond
were designed to dispose of liquids through percolation into the soil column. The representative
stratigraphy beneath the 216-S-10 Pond is shown in Figure 2-11.

Contributors to the pond and system description are similar to that of the 216-S-10 Ditch. In
1984, concurrent with the 216-S-10 Ditch, the pond was stabilized.
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23  WASTE STREAM CONTAMINANTS

The 200 Areas chemical sewers were designed to be uncontaminated but often contained limited
quantities of radionuclides and chemicals. These contaminants accumulated in the sediment over
time, and vegetation and algae within ponds and ditches tended to collect and concentrate the
radionuclides. Commonly reported contaminants include plutonium, cesium, uranium, and
strontium. Nonradioactive contaminants were also discharged; however, the quantity and type of
contaminants are difficult to quantify, as nonradiological contamination was not routinely
monitored. A detailed discussion of contaminants is presented in Section 3.1.

24  CONCEPTUAL MODEL

The effluent discharged to the ponds and ditches was predominantly chemical sewer waste with
cooling water and steam condensate. Limited quantities of radionuclides and chemicals (e.g.,
nitrate) were also present in the effluent in trace amounts; the pH was typically between 4 and
10. The most significant contamination of the sites was caused by unplanned releases -
originating from both inside and outside of the generating facilities. Contaminants from these
releases have migrated below the waste sites and have accumulated in the soil column. The
following are general observations considered during development of the conceptual models:

. Most of the contaminants were retained by the sediments at the bottom of the liquid
disposal sites.

. Some additional downward migration may have contributed trace amounts of some
contaminants beneath the upper contaminated zone.

. Contaminant concentrations decrease with depth below the waste sites.

. The contaminants retained in the upper zone of the soil column have high distribution
coefficients (Kg). Contaminants with low Kgs (e.g., nitrate and tritium) are not readily
adsorbed on soil particles and are carried downward toward the groundwater with the
infiltrating effluent.

. Lateral spreading may have occurred in the vadose zone, especially in areas with layers
of fine-grained sediment or facilities that received a large amount of effluent.

. According to the applicable aggregate area management study (AAMS) reports, effluent
percolated through the vadose zone beneath the liquid disposal units was hypothesized to
have reached the groundwater. However, the relatively small surface area of the ditches
and the trench and the short amount of time they were in use may have precluded
breakthrough of effluent to the groundwater beneath the trenches (DOE-RL 1997).

Limited data is available from the 200-CS-1 waste sites. However data from the 216-A-29 Ditch
site characterization studies (RFS 1997 and BHI 1998b) and from the nearby borehole at
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216-B-Z-Z Ditch (BHI 1998a) indicates that most of the contaminants were retained in the
sediments at the bottom of the ponds or in the upper few meters of the soil column. Trace
amounts of some contaminants may be detected beneath this upper zone, but data from a
borehole through the 216-B-2-2 Ditch (which is located adjacent to the 216-B-63 Trench and
was a replacement disposal unit for the B Plant chemical sewer) indicate that contaminant
concentrations decrease with depth below the waste sites (BHI 1998a).

The conceptual models for all the representative and TSD sites in the 200-CS-1 OU during the
active periods of discharge are shown in Figures 2-12 through 2-17. The figures show that the
highest coneentration of contaminants is directly beneath the waste site. The wetting flux and
mobile contaminants will impact groundwater where effluent volume exceeds soil pore volume
(which is the case for all representative and TSD sites in this work plan).

Waste sites in the 200-CS-1 OU are no longer receiving effluent. Most of the sites in this group
have also been stabilized and covered with clean soil. ' With the cessation of artificial recharge,
the moisture flux on the vadose zone will decline. The moisture flux may be significant for a
time because of gravity drainage from the saturated or near-saturated soil column. Conceptual
models showing expected recent conditions beneath the representative and TSD sites are
presented in Figures 2-15 through 2-17.
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Figure 2-1. Location of the Hanford Site and Waste Sites
in the 200-CS-1 Operable Unit.
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Figure 2-2. Location of the 216-A-29 Ditch in the 200 East Area.
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Figure 2-3. Location of the 216-B-63 Trench in the 200 East Area.
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Figure 2-4. Location of the 216-S-10

Ditch and Ponds in the 200 West Area.
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Figure 2-5. Location of the 216-W-LWC in the 200 West Area. -
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HANFORD FM UPPER GRAVELS (H1).
MATRIX~PDOR, UNCEMENTED,
HN?HSGLIMTED. CRAVEL-~DOMINATED
UNIT.

HANFORO FW SANDS (H2),
WELL-STATIFIED, UNCEMENTED,
SAND-DOMINATED UNIT WITH
VERTICAL~SUBVERTICAL LAYERS OF
SILT AND SAND (Le., CLASTIC WIKES)
THAT COMMONLY CUT ACROSS
BEDDING PLANES. GCCASIONAL SILT
LENSES.

L
PLIO-PLEISTOCENE UMT/EARLY PALOUSE SOIL. g
MASSIVE

TO INTERBEODED SAND, SILT AND
SOME GRAVEL, ALSD THINLY LAMINATED, .
SHT-fICH DEPOSHS, THIS UNIT COMMORLY
CONTAINS VERTICAL TO SUSVERTICAL LAYERS
OF SILY AND SAND (is., CLASTIC DIKES) THAT
CUT ACROSS BECDING PLANES.

RINGOLD FM UPPER UNIT,
HOUERATELY WELL SORTED SAND
WITH MINCR SILT,

RINGOLD FM UNIT E,
GCLAST~SUPPORTED FLUMAL GRAVEL
AND SAND. THIS UNIT CONTAINS THE
URCONFINED AQUIFER,

RINGOLD FM LOWER ULB, CLAY
INTERBEDDEQD WITH SiLY AND SAND.

RINGOLD FMl UNIY A,

GENERAUZED 200 WEST
SEGTON

GENERALIZED 200 EAST
SECNoN

CLAST~-SUPPORTED FLUMIAL GRAVEL
AND SAND, THIS UNIT CONTAINS THE
SEMI=-CONFINED AND CONPNED
AQUIFER

S,

BASALT OF THE ELEFHANT MOUNTAIN
HEUBER, :

HANFORD FM UPPER GRAVELS (H1).
HATRIX—POOR, UNCEMENTED,
U:(;J_ONSOL!DATEO. GRAVEL—DOMMNATED
UNIT,

HANFORD fM SANDS (H2).
WELL~STRATIFIED, URCEMENTED,
SAND- DHOMINATED UNIT WiTH
VERTICAL~SUBVERTICAL tAYERS OF
SILT AND SAND (i, CLASTIC DIKES)
THAT COMMONLY CUT ACROSS
HEODING PLANES. QLCASIGNAL ST
|LENSES,

HANFORD FM LOWER GRAVELS (M3).
MATRIG—POOR, UNCEMENTED
GRAVEL-DOMINATED UNTT.

RINGOLD FM UNIT A/E,
CLAST=SUPPORTED FLUVIAL GRAVEL
AND SAMD. THIS UMIT CONTAINS
UNCONFINED AND GONFINED
AQUIFERS,

RINGOLO FM LOWER MUD, CLAY
INTERBEODED WITH SILT AND SARD.

BASALT OF THE ELEPHANT WOUNTAIN
UEMBER, LOW PERMEABILITY LAYER.
TQWARD THE NORTHERM HALF OF
200 EAST AREA, THIS MEMBER HAS
BEEN ERODED AWAY.
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Figure 2-8. Represeutative Stratigraphy Beneath the 216-A-29 Ditch.
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Figure 2-9. Representative Stratigraphy Beneath the 216-B-63 Trench.

Well 299-E33-36
Geologic Unit Lithology
—0 R
Upper %0
H1 Gravel 23 Sandy Gravel
% Sequence n > {  Slightly Gravelly Sand to Gravelly Sand
—50 Sand
0.5_6_;— ;; Slightly Gravelly Sand
75 L—S50—_Gravelly Sand
[ oCoa—yoi— Sandy Gravel
5 > Gravelly Sand
—100
Sand Sand
_5 H2 Dominated
—125
£ Sequence Slightly Gravelly Sand
® <
[
150 ye) ) Sand
2 oo — Slightly Gravelly Sand
T 5 Sand
—175 S0 _
0,76 % Slightly Gravelly Sand
—200 o Gravelly Sand
5050
Lower e 202:°|  Sandy Gravel
—225 H3 Gravel 0% 9,09
Sequence p2aSo"9__ sand
V2585 1 —Gravelly Sand
250 ) >vb o ou°¢ —Sand
L ‘ %, 002 %0 Sandy Gravel
2638 C.2atxe,
275 ", *,%,| Basaltat263.8'
LEGEND
o :O°°o° Gravelly T * | Paleosols
- T : NOTE: Deptths are
‘ i d
b Sandy + * + Basalt g?g r?:rmiictluest%?ive
—— purposes only.
i~ —_—_iSilty or AN gotr?ntiometric
= Claye urtace
yey {Generalized) W-0602095

2-21



Feet Below Ground Surface {Feet)

DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

Figure 2-10. Representative Stratigraphy Beneath the 216-S-10 Ditch.
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Figure 2-11. Representative Stratigraphy Beneath the 216-S-10 Pond.
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Groundwater Mound

RLM

®

@

®

O]
®

Large valumes of low salt, low organic solutions containing minor
quantities of Uranium, Pu-239/240, Cs-137, Sr-90, and nitrates were
routinely discharged 1o the sediment column. Routine serial discharges
of sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide occurred. Occasional high
concentration spills caused major contamination events including
a spill of 15 kg cadmium nitrate and 141 kg of hydrazine.

Particulates in suspension (e.g. Pu-239/240) settle out at the bottom
of the ditch. Cs-137, Pu-234/240, Uranium, and Sr-90 sorb to sediment
in the bottom of the ditch. The highest concentrations should be
within 2 meters of the ditch boltom and decrease with depth and
distance from the point of discharge. Some Uranium complexes with
carbonates and moves with the moisture front.

The wetting front and mobile contaminants (e.g. Uranium and T¢-99)
with some Sr-90 move vertically downward through Hq with minor
spreading occurring on top of Hy, and along silt stringers.

Mobile contaminants enter groundwater since soil pore volume was
exceeded during active discharge.

Minor groundwater mounding occurs beneath the ditch.

2-24

Contamination -
Hl sioh
Bl Med
£

Low

Draft A
Figure 2-12. 216-A-29 Ditch Conceptual Contaminant Distribution Model
(During Discharge).
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Hy  Hanford Gravel, Upper
Unit

H, Hanford Sand

Hsz  Hanford Gravel, Lower
Unit

RLM Ringold Lower Mud
Unit

Moisture
Front/Contaminant
Pathway

v Water Table

ES%02048.1



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

Figure 2-13. 216-B-63 Trench Conceptual Contaminant Distribution Model

(During Discharge).
@ 216-B-63 Trench Contamination
" —1 Il nion
1
2 Bl Med
B
” = e — Low
2 Y /
St H Hanford Gravel,
N Y 1 Upper Unit
\ Ho Hanford Sand
3 TT Hy  Hanford Gravel,
Lower Unit
T Basalt Elephant Mountain
Member
Moisture
11 W Front/‘Contaminant
MER . Pathway
T v Water Table
Hg N

v/ ‘

®

Groundwater Mound

(_
v

Basalt

@ Large volumes of low sait, low organic solutions containing minor
quantities of Uranium, Pu-239/240, Cs-137, Sr-90, and nitrates were
routinely discharged to the sediment column. Routine serial discharges
of sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide occurred, Qccasional high
concentration spills caused major contamination events.

(@) Particulates in suspension (e.g. Pu-239/240) settie out at the bottom
of the trench. Cs-137, Pu-234/240, Uranium, and Sr-90 sorb to sediment
in the bottom of the trench. The highest concentrations should be
within 2 meters of the trench bottom and decrease with depth and
distance from the point of discharge. Some Uranium complexes with
carbonates and moves with the moisture front.

@ The wetling front and mobile contaminants {e.g. Uranium and Tc-99)
with some Sr-90 move vertically downward through Hq with minor
spreading occurring on top of Ha and along silt stringers.

@ Mobile contaminants enter groundwater since soil pore volume was
exceeded during active discharge.

@ Minor groundwater mounding and mixing occurs beneath the trench.
E9902048.5
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Figure 2-14. 216-S-10 Pond and Ditck Conceptual Contaminant Distribution Model
(During Discharge).

@ 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch Contamination
Il High
B e
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Ho,  Hanford Sand

PP Plio-Pleistocene Unit,
calcareous-rich
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and sand
B RLM Ringold Lower Mud

Unit :

Moisture
Front/Contaminant
Pathway

Water Table

PP /f

Ty

Groundwater Mound

RLM

@ Large volumes of low salt, low organic solutions containing minor
quantities of Pu-239/240, Cs-137, Sr-90, and nitrates were routinely
discharged to the sediment column. Occasional high concentration
spills including 215 kg of Uranium in 1954 caused major contamination
events.

@ Particulates in suspension (e.g. Pu-239/240) settle out at the bottom
of the pond. Cs-137, Pu-234/240, Uranium, and Sr-90 sorb to sediment
in the bottom of the pond. The highest concentrations should be
within 2 meters of the pond bottom and decrease with depth and
distance from the point of discharge. Some Uranium complexes with
carbonates and moves with the moisture front.

() The wetting front and mobile contaminants (e.g. Uranium and Tc-99)
with some Sr-90 move vertically downward through H, with minor
spreading along silt stringers and at the PP boundary.

@ Wobile contaminants enter groundwater since soil pore volume was
exceeded during active discharge.

(® Groundwater mounding occurs beneath large percolation ponds.
E9992048.3
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Figure 2-15. 216-A-29 Ditch Conceptual Contaminant Distribution Model
(After Cessation).

216-A-29 Ditch P
Soil/Backill Contamination
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v Water Table

Former Surface of
Water Table

®

Groundwater Mound

RLM

(1) 216-A-29 Difch no longer receives effluent. Site has been backfilled! stabilized
with a combination of clean soil and contaminated soil from side slopes.

@ Particulates in suspension (e.g. Pu-239/240) have settied out at the bottom
of the ditch. Cs-137, Pu-234/240, Uranium, and Sr-90 sorbed to sediment
in the bottom of the ditch. The highest concentrations should be within 2
meters of the ditch boitom and decrease with depth and distance from the
point of discharge. Some Uranium complexed with carbonates and moved
with the moisture front.

@ Zone of residual contamination. Residual concentrations are iess than or
equal to background. However sllghﬂy higher concentrations may be
detected associated with fine grain stringers. Trace amount of Uranium and
Sr-90 may be detected in the zone. Sampling results from 1988 and 1998
did not show contaminants in this zone.

@ Saturated/Near Saturated zone. Contaminants in the zone may be impacting
groundwater, After gravity drainage of the zone is complete residual
contamination may remain in the vadose zone. Contaminates may include
Tritium, Sr-90, Uranium, Nitrate, and Tc-89.

@ The surface of the water table is dropping because of cessation ¢f untreated
discharge in the 200 Area and no discharge to 216-A-29 Ditch. £9902048.2
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Figure 2-16. 216-B-63 Trench Conceptual Contaminant Distribution Model

(After Cessation).

®

Groundwater Mound

Basalt

(1) 216-B-63 Trench no longer receives effluent. Site has been backfilled/
stabilization with clean soil.

@ Particulates in suspension (e.g. Pu-239/240} have settled out at the
bottom of the trench. Cs-137, Pu-234/240, Uranium, and Sr-80 sorbed
1o sediment in the bottom of the trench. The highest concentrations
should be within 2 meters of the trench bottom and decrease with depth
and distance from the point of discharge. Some Uranium complexed
with carbonates and moved with the moisture front.

@ Zone of residual contamination. Residual concentrations are less than
or equal to background. However slightly higher concentrations may
be detected associated with fine grain stringers. Trace amount of Uranium
and Sr-90 may be detected in the zone.

@ Saturated/Near Saturated zone. Contaminants in the zone may be
impacting groundwater. After gravity drainage of the zone is complete
residual contamination may remain in the vadose zone. Contaminates
may include Tritium, Sr-80, Uranium, Nitrate, and Tc-99.

@ The surface of the water table is dropping because of cessation of
untreated discharge in the 200 Area and no discharge to 216-B-63 Trench.
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Figure 2-17. 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch Conceptual Contaminant Distribution Model
(After Cessation).
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@ The pond and ditch waste sites no longer receives effiuent. Site has
been backfilled/stabilized with ¢lean soil.

@ Particulates in suspension (e.g. Pu-239/240) have settled out at the
bottom of the pond. Cs-137, Pu-234/240, Uranium, and Sr-90 sorbed to
sediment in the bottom of the pond. The highest concentrations should
be within 2 meters of the pond bottom and decrease with depth and
distance from the point of discharge. Some Uranium complexed with
carbonates and moved with the moisture front.

@ Zone of residual contamination. Residual concentrations are less than
or equal to background. However slightly higher concentrations may
be detected associated with fine grain stringers, Trace amount of Uranium
and Sr-90 may be detected in the zone.

@ Saturated/Near Saturated zone. Contaminants in the zone may be
impacting groundwater. After gravity drainage of the zone is complete
residual contamination may remain in the vadose zone. Contaminates
may include Tritium, Sr-80, Uranium, Nitrate, and Tc-99. :

@ The surface of the water table is dropping because of cessation of .

discharge in the 200 Area. ES002048.4
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Dates of . . Source
Site Name Operation Depth Dimensions General Description & Status Unit Category Facility
216-A-29 [ Nov. 1955- | .6m—-46m 12192mx 1.8 m Description: Uncovered unlined ditch that followed the natural contour. TSD PUREX
July 199 Approximately 75% of the ditch is outside the 200 East Area fence. The chemical
(2R-150) (4,000 ftx 6 Ry sewer line included diversion capabilities (i.e., diversion to 216-A-42) based on the
continuous monitoring of radioactivity and pH limits. The ditch itself contained two
dikes to allow capabilities for regulating flow. It is assumed that much of the effluent
entering the ditch infiitrated the soil column prior to reaching 216-B-3-3.
Status: Site backfilled and the surface stabilized in 1991.
216-B-63 Mar. 1970- [3m 426 7mx 1.2m Description: Open, unlined man-made earthen trench that is closed at one end (ie., TSD B Plant
Feb, 1992 does not convey cffluent to any other facility.) The trench is entirely within the 200
(tom {1,400 fx 4 1) East Arca perimeter fence.
Status: Site backfilled and the surface stabilized in January 1995.
216-8-10D | reb. 1952 - 18m 685.8mx 1.8m Deseription: Open, unlined man-made ditch connecting the REDOX complex TSD REDOX"
1991 wastewaler to the 216-8-10 pond and 216-3-1t pond. The ditch and ponds were
6y (2,250 frx 6 M} designed to dispose liquids through percolation into the soil colutnn. .
Status: Two-thirds of ditch backfilled and stabilized in Oclober 1984. Site isolated in
June 1994,
216-8-10r Feb. 1954~ |24 m 20,234.3m? Description: lrregular shaped, man-made pond that covered 5 acres and incleded 4 TSD REBOX
Qct. 1984 finget-leach trenches. The 216-S-10 ditch fed the pond. Beth ditch and pond were
Bm designed to dispose liquids through percolation into-the soil colum.
Status: Decommissioned, bagkfilled, and stabilized in October 1984,
216-8-11 May 1954~ E3.1m 152.4 mx 61 m Bescription: liregular shaped, man-made pond connected to the 216-5-10 ditch. RPP REDOX
1965
(1o ft) (500 ft x 200 f1) Status: South end backfilled and stabilized in 1965, Remaining portion of pond
backfilled and stabilized in 1984,
UPR-200-W-34 | 1955 nfa =1 Acre Overflow of the 216-8-10 ditch during 1955. Assumed to have covered approximately RPP REDOX
1 acre,
216-W-LWC 1981-1994 |8m 1265 mx 65.8m Two independent crib structures (i.e., drain fiekds) each consisting of a central RPP Laundry
distribution pipe and drain lines with rock fill beneath. A 2.1 m (7 it} layer of gravel fill Facility

4i5ntx 216 1)

was backfilled over to grade.
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3.0 INITIAL EVALUATION OF REPRESENTATIVE AND
TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL SITES

The purpose of this section is to present results of previous characterization efforts at
representative and TSD sites in the 200-CS-1 OU. The contaminant inventory, effluent volume,
available soil and groundwater data, and current-understanding of the distribution of
contamination are also discussed for these sites.

Certain subsections of this section contain information that will be used for portions of the
RCRA TSD closure plan. Section 3.1 describes the nature and extent of contamination that
corresponds to the closure plan facility description. Section 3.2 contains the RCRA TSD Interim
Status Groundwater Monitoring that will serve to address the status of monitoring during interim
status in the closure plan.

3.1 NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAMINATION

This section uses previously published data to describe the contamination associated with the
representative sites. Waste characteristic information that satisfies Section 4.0 of a RCRA
closure/post-closure plan is also presented.

Waste inventories for the 200-CS-1 OU waste sites are not well documented because there were
no known requirements for sampling of nonradioactive contaminants. Table 3-1 contains
inventory information for the following important radionuclides: total plutonium and uranium,
americium-241, cesium-137, and strontium-90 (DOE-RL 1997). Very low levels of fission
products, plutonium, and small quantities of uranium are known at these sites, other than at the
216-S-10/11 sites, where more than 215 kg of uranium were reportedly discharged
(UPR-200-W-34).

3.1.1 216-A-29 Ditch

3.1.1.1 Sources of Waste Contributions. Four mechanisms existed for the discharge of
dangerous waste into the 216-A-29 Ditch:

. Overflow of condensate from the acid fractionator — Sporadic overflow of the acid
fractionator may have resulted in an acidic waste (D002) discharge to the chemical sewer.

. Effluent discharges from regeneration of the demineralizers — Serial discharges of
sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide (both D002) routinely resulted in the discharge of
effluent below a pH of 2 and above a pH of 12.5 to the chemical sewer. This practice
continued until 1989 when a catch tank was placed in service to hold the regeneration
effluents.

. Disposal of out-of-tolerance chemical makeups — Various chemicals, including
hydrazine (U133) and state-only toxic mixtures (WTO01, WT02), were discharged to the
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chemical sewer when adjustments to chemicals used in the PUREX Plant became out of
tolerance to required plant specifications.

. Accidental spills - Equipment failures, misvalvings, and overflowing tanks resulted in
accidental spills to the chemical sewer. The most significant spill was unplanned release
UPR-200-E-51 that occurred in May 1977 and released 15 kg of cadmium nitrate (D006)
to the chemical sewer. Other releases included hydrazine (U133), and various acidic and
basic solutions (D002).

Table 3-2 contains a list of chemicals released to the PUREX Plant chemical sewer from
mid-1983 to 1987. Before 1983, detailed release records were not maintained. The quantity
identified represents the amount discharged at the point the sewer line entered the 216-A-29
Ditch. Chemicals and associated state dangerous waste designation codes identified in Table 3-2
are the same as those identified in the Part A Permit application for the 216-A-29 Ditch.
Dangerous waste releases to the 216-A-29 Ditch ceased in 1986.

3.1.1.2 Maximum Inventory of Waste Managed. During operations, approximately
22,700,000 L/day (6,000,000 gal/day) of liquid wastewater reached the 216-A-29 Ditch.
Accurate records are not available concerning the total volume of waste disposed in this unit.
The ditch was equipped with a meter for measuring flow rate. Flow rates varied from

- approximately 378 to 5,290 L/min (100 to 1,400 gal/min) depending on the operating conditions
of the PUREX Plant. The average flow was about 3,760 L/min (970 gal/min). :

3.1.1.3 Historical Sampling and Analysis. Results from effluent stream sampling from 1976
10 1988 and from October 1989 to March 1990 are contained in the PUREX Plant Chemical
Sewer Stream-Specific Report (WHC 1990d). This report contains data that were obtained after
controls were placed to preclude the addition of dangerous waste such as corrosive demineralizer
effluent. The report concluded that these effluents did not designate as dangerous waste.

Radionuclide inventory information for 216-A-29 Ditch is summarized in Table 3-1.

Annual environmental surveillance reports include radiological information on ditch sediments
and vegetation collected at the head end of the 216-A-29 Ditch. Values ranged from less than
detection limits to a high value of 127 pCi/g in sediments for cesium-137. Sediment samples
collected in 1991 indicated uranium at 1.1E-06 g/g, cesium-137 at 3.3 pCi/g, strontium-90 at
0.65 pCi/g, and plutonium below the detection limit.

In 1982, a radiological survey was conducted on the upper end of 216-A-29 Ditch to estimate the
extent of contamination requiring removal prior to construction activities in the area. Auger
borings were drilled to a depth of 3.7 m (12 ft) and sediments were sampled for gamma-emitting
radionuclides. All radionuclides other than cesium-137 were determined to be at background
levels. The highest value for cesium-137 was found in the top (i.e., uppermost) sampie from the
ditch core samples, with a maximum observed value of 90 pCi/g

A 1989 radiation survey found contamination at 2,000 counts per minute. Dose rates from
penetrating radiation were measured annually between 1985 and 1989 at 40 locations within or
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adjacent to the PUREX Plant aggregate area. An average total of 86 mrem/yr was found at
216-A-29 Ditch, and a separate reading of 96 mrem/yr was found at the east end of the ditch.
The results of external radiation monitoring in 1990 showed a maximum of 104 mrem/yr at the
ditch.

Data for water quality in the 216-A-29 Ditch were obtained before the ditch was stabilized. The
samples were taken weekly, composited, and analyzed monthly for total beta, total alpha,
cesium-137, and strontium-90. The results are presented in Table 4-11 of the PUREX AAMS

“report (DOE-RL 1993b) in the form of maximum and minimum recorded levels. Judging from
the maximum concentrations (as the minimum levels were generally below detection),
radioactivity appeared to be trending downward.

In 1991, vegetation samples were collected at the head end of the 216-A-29 Ditch. The
maximum uranium concentrations were 0.15 pCi/g of urantum-234, 0.005 pCi/g of uranium-235,
0.04 pCi/g of uranium-238, or 0.2 pCi/g of total uranium. This total concentration was six times
-greater than reported in the previous year. Aquatic vegetation samples collected in 1991
indicated the presence of uranium at 2.9E-07 g/g and strontium-90 at 0.44 pCi/g.

In early spring 1991, soil and tree samples were taken to determine possible radionuclide uptake.
Samples were collected of the surrounding surface soils, new growth limbs and leaves, and cores
taken from the trunks of trees. Six sample points were chosen: three from each side: two at the
north end of the ditch, two from the midsection, and two from the south end. The sampled soil
had a maximum value of 2.3 pCi/g of cesium-137, <0.28 pCi/g of plutonium-239/240, 0.65 pCi/g
of strontium-90, and 5.5E-07 g/g of uranium.

Recent sampling and analysis of the 216-A-29 Ditch provide relevant information on the
potential nature and extent of contamination at the TSD units. Sampling was performed in

July 1998 to evaluate the presence of contamination beneath a proposed roadway and utilities
crossing that was built to support the Tank Waste Remediation Systems (TWRS) privatization
effort. Results of the sampling effort were documented in the 216-A-29 letter report (BHI
1998b). Analytical results were compared to a previous 1988 sampling effort (RFS 1997), which
was performed in support of a RCRA closure plan.

The results for both the 1988 and 1998 sampling efforts showed that the average values for all
but one of the analytes measured were below background concentrations (computed as the 9™
percentile of the background population, per Ecology guidance [Ecology 19927} and that all
analytes were below Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) Method B cleanup levels. Lead was
found above the background value of 10.2 mg/kg in 1988 and 1998. In the 1998 sampling effort,
a maximum lead value of 98.2 mg/kg was found in a sample collected 4 m (13 ft) beneath the
surface of the historical ditch at the location of a the proposed road and utility corridor. A
maximum lead value of 262 mg/kg was obtained during the 1988 sampling effort, which was
located in the ditch 150 m (492 ft) upstream from the proposed road/utility corridor location.
The maximum lead value is below the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s)
Guidance Manual for the Integrated Exposure Uptake Biokinetic Model for Lead in Children
(EPA 1994) calculated level of 353 mg/kg, which has been established as the MTCA cleanup
standard for lead in soil for previous Hanford Site remedial actions. For radionuclides, the 1988
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data reported that the cesium-137 values demonstrated the greatest amount of variability, with
the highest reported value of 140 pCi/g.

Nonradiological groundwater analytical results are described in Section 3.3. Radiological
groundwater data have been collected at 216-A-29 wells as part of the RCRA interim status
groundwater monitoring program. lodine-129 exceeds drinking water standards (8.5 pCi/L} in
both upgradient and downgradient wells and, therefore, is not attributable to contamination at
this site.

3.1.1.4 Hydrazine as a Listed Dangerous Waste. Hydrazine product (U133} entered the
216-B-3-3 Ditch and B Pond from the PUREX Plant aqueous makeup unit tanks. As such, all
environmental media and debris generated as waste during the characterization and remediation
of these TSD units would be identified as listed hydrazine dangerous waste in accordance with
WAC 173-303-081(3). This presents a problem from the context of storage, treatment, and
disposal of soils and other debris generated from remediation of these units. All substantive
dangerous waste management standards will apply to generated soils and debris because they are
defined as listed waste. Should environmental media only be regulated due to the hydrazine
waste code, this requirement could unduly burden cleanup activities. Particularly problematic
requirements are those associated with land disposal restrictions; U133 wastes must undergo
treatment using one of the technologies prescribed in 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 268
table entitled, "Treatment Standards for Hazardous Wastes." These technologies encompass
mostly thermal or chemical destruction or extraction technologies and would be required prior to
disposal of any waste, soils, and/or debris generated at the B Pond and 216-B-3-3 Ditch.

To avoid unnecessary treatment of characterization and remediation waste from the cleanup of
the 216-A-29 Ditch, DOE will be submitting a contained-in request under separate
documentation to Ecology in accordance with their contained-in policy for environmental media
(Ecology 1993) and the EPA’s contained-in requirements for debris (40 CFR 261.3[£]). Limited
sampling to support this request is defined in the Sampling and Analysis Plan (Appendix B).
With approval of a contained-in request, the listed waste code can be removed from debris and
media if levels of the compound for which the waste was listed are determined to be below
risk-based action levels. The chemical hydrazine rapidly oxidizes to form nontoxic nitrogen and
water in the environment. Therefore, hydrazine could not be present in the B Pond system above
detection or risk-based action levels. ‘

3.1.2 216-B-63 Trench

3.1.2.1 Sources of Waste Contributions. The major sources of waste contributions to the
216-B-63 Trench were the 2902-B high tank (potable sanitary water), cooling water from B Plant
and Waste Encapsulation Storage Facility air-compressor aftercoolers, some of the 221-B steam
condensate, and the demineralizer effluent. Minor contributions came from chemical makeup
overflow systems (e.g., sodium hydroxide and sodium nitrite), air conditioning units, and space
heaters. These minor contributions were determined to be controlled to levels below dangerous
waste designation limits. '
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The only documented hazardous effluent discharged in the past consisted of regeneration
solutions from the B Plant demineralizers (271-B Building). These effluents were routine
corrosive discharges (D002) of aqueous sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide solutions. The
corrosive discharges occurred from 1970 until October 1985. After 1985, the cation column
effluent was treated with sodium carbonate and the anion column effiuent was treated with
monosodium phosphate to maintain a combined pH between 4 and 10. As of 1987, the waste
discharged to 216-B-63 was no longer considered to be dangerous waste.

Radiological discharges to the trench were relatively low with a total beta discharge of 8.7 Ci
and approximately 7.6 kg of uranium.

3.1.2.2 Maximum Inventory of Waste Managed. The approximate average flow rate of

wastewater discharged to the 216-B-63 Trench varied from 378,000 to 1,408,000 L/day (100,000
“to 400,000 gal/day). Approximately 68,100,000 kg/yr (or 473,000 L/day [125,000 gai/day]) of

corrosive wastes were managed in the 216-B-63 Trench for the period from 1970 to 1992.

3.1.2.3 Historical Sampling and Analysis. Analytical data from the 216-B-63 effluent stream
(downstream of all contributing waste streams) was obtained from October 1989 through

March 1990 to determine if this stream was designated as a dangerous waste. The results-of this
sampling effort concluded that the effluent stream to the trench was not a designated dangerous
waste, Very low levels of radionuclides were also reported. Statistical data for this effluent are
contained in the B Plant Chemical Sewer Stream-Specific Report (WHC 1990a).

In August 1970, the 216-B-63 Trench was dredged. The dredgings read approximately
3,000 counts per minute of beta/gamma activity and were removed and disposed to the Low-
Level Burial Grounds (RHO 1979).

Surface water, vegetation, and sediment samples have been routinely analyzed and reported. The
1990 survey results for the 216-B-63 Trench indicated that radionuclide concentrations in the
surface water were below detection limits. Sediment samples showed 13 pCi/g of plutonium,

6.6 E-06 g/g of uranium, 81 pCi/g of cesium-136, and 42.2 pCi/g of strontium-90. A 1978
sample of aquatic vegetation at the 216-B-63 Trench revealed relatively high concentrations of
strontium-90 (218 pCi/g) and plutonium (89.1 pCi/g) (RHO 1980b).

An external radiation survey completed in August 1990 did not reveal any detectable beta
contamination at the 216-B-63 Trench. A thermoluminescent dosimeter located at the 216-B-63
Trench reported a maximum of 128 mrem/yr, which is considered an above-average site in the
area around B Plant.

~ Nonradiological groundwater analytical results are described in Section 3.3. Radiological
groundwater data have been collected at wells in the vicinity of the 216-B-63 Trench as part of
the RCRA interim status groundwater monitoring program. lodine-129 exceeds drinking water
standards (8.5 pCi/L) in upgradient and downgradient wells and, therefore, is not attributable to
contamination at this site.
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313 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond

3.1.3.1 Sources of Waste Contributions. The 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond both routinely received
large quantities of nondangerous, low-level radioactive liquid effluent from the 202-S REDOX
Facility chemical sewer and the Chemical Engineering Laboratory. The waste stream was
comprised of cooling water, steam condensate, water tower overflow, and drain effluent. The
effluent to the chemical sewer was comprised of approximately 60% REDOX Facility raw water,
20% sanitary water, and 20% steam condensate.. This effluent was characterized from

October 1989 to March 1990 in sufficient detail in the S Plant Wastewater Stream-Specific
Report (WHC 1990¢) to support a dangerous waste designation in accordance with WAC
173-303. The data were also compared against drinking water standards and derived
concentration guidelines (DCGs) for radionuclides. This sampling effort concluded that the
REDOX Facility effluent was not a designated dangerous waste nor did it exceed drinking water
standards or DCGs.

A documented hazardous waste discharge to the site occurred in September 1983. This
discharge occurred during the pilot-scale evaporation crystallizer run at the Chemical
Engineering Laboratory, which is located next to the REDOX Facility. The primary objective of
this run was to simulate recovery of double-shell slurry (DSS) from a waste tank. A synthetic
DSS was produced and 420 L (110 gal) of this product were sewered to the 216-S-10 Ditch and
Pond. Samples of the synthetic DSS were taken from two feed tanks, TK-505 and TK-509, prior
to discharge and were analyzed (WHC 1990¢). The chemical compounds comprising the slurry
are those identified in the Part A Permit application for the 216-S8-10 Pond and Ditch. These
components included sodium nitrate (46%), sodium hydroxide (41%), and small quantities of
sodium phosphate, sodium fluoride, sodium chloride, and potassium chromate. The DSS was
regulated due to ignitability (D001), corrosivity (D002), chromium (D007), and toxic state-only
waste (WT01, WT02). In addition to the September 1983 discharge, an unknown quantity of
aluminum nitrate nonahydrate (i.e., nonregulated chemical waste) was discharged in 1954.

In May 1954, a one-acre overflow occurred from the ditch in the southeast dike of the 216-5-11
Pond (UPR-200-W-34) (GE 1956). A follow-up survey indicated the trench to be contaminated
up to 800 mrads/hr, 500 mrem/hr in some areas with lower contamination, up to 80,000 counts
per minute in an overflow area approximately one acre in area, which resulted from a
breakthrough on the east trench earth fill. Some decontamination of the area occurred after the
release. Records have indicated that a considerable amount of surface contamination could be
found along the ditch banks and the pond bottom (RHO 1979).

3.1.3.2 Maximum Inventory of Waste Managed. During operations, the maximum volume of
wastewater discharged daily to the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch was approximately 568,000 L/day
(150,000 gal/day). The annual volume of effluent discharged was approximately 1.9 x 10°L
(5.0 x 107 gal).

3.1.3.3 Historical Sampling and Analysis. Specific chemical and radionuclide inventory data
for the 216-S-10 Pond are not available; however the 216-S-10 Pond received waste v1a the
216-S-10 Ditch.
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Results from effluent stream sampling from 1976 to 1988 and from October 1989 to March 1990
are contained in the S Plant Wastewater Stream-Specific Report (WHC 1990¢). The report
concluded that the routine effluent stream entering the 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond does not
designate as dangerous waste. Radionuclide inventory information is summarized in Table 3-1.

A radiation and dose rate survey was conducted in July 1991 at the 216-S-10 Pond.
Contamination was not detected during this survey. A 1988 aerial radiation survey identified
cesium-137 as the only radionuclide that could be identified from spectra information collected
over the 216-S-17 Pond; 216-S-10 Pond; S Plant Complex; 241-S, 241-SX, and 241-SY tank
farms; and the 216-S-10 Ditch. However, the aerial radiation survey data should only be used as
a qualitative tool for identifying more highly contaminated areas within the survey boundaries.
In addition, the gamma counts noted in the survey probably resuited from both surface and
shallow buried radionuclides and are, thus, not entirely indicative of surface contamination.

Data exist on the water quality in the 216-8-10 Ditch. The samples were taken weekly,
composited, and analyzed monthly for total beta, total alpha, cesium-137, and strontium-90, pH,
and nitrates. The results are presented in Table 4-10 and 4-11 of the S Plant AAMS report
(DOE-RL 1992b) in the form of maximum and minimum recorded levels. Judging from the
maximum concentrations (as the minimum levels were generally below detection), the
radioactivity and nitrate concentrations appear to be trending downward to below detection
limits.

A number of excavations by backhoe across the 216-S-10 Ditch in 1971 showed the ditch to be
free of contamination (RHO 1979). In addition, semi-annual surface radionuclide monitoring
had indicated that no surface contamination exists at the pond or ditch (DOE-RL 1992b).
Weekly water samples and annual sediment and vegetation samples taken at the ditch have also
found no contamination. Gross gamma-ray logs are available for four wells around the 216-5-10
Ditch and Pond. These logs indicate that no elevated gamma activity is present in the subsurface
area surrounding this unit (DOE-RL 1992b).

Nonradiological groundwater analytical results are described in Section 3.3. Radiological
groundwater data have been collected at wells in the vicinity of the 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond as
part of the RCRA interim status groundwater monitoring program. No radionuclides have been
found above drinking water standards.

3.2 RCRA TSD INTERIM STATUS GROUNDWATER MONITORING

This section presents descriptions and results of interim status groundwater monitoring at the
216-A-29 Ditch, 216-B-63 Ditch, and 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond. The purpose of this section is
to present interim status groundwater monitoring information to be included in a RCRA
closure/post-closure plan. This information will be used by reference or will be inserted into the
closure/post-closure plan that will form the basis for the modification to the Permit. This section
will not include the proposed final status groundwater monitoring program; this information will
be provided in the future in the closure/post-closure plan.

3-7
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The current interim status groundwater monitoring plans (as required by WAC 173-303-400 and
40 CFR 265, Subpart F) are contained in three separate documents: Groundwater Monitoring
Plan for the 216-A-29 Ditch (WHC 1992d), Interim-Status Groundwater Monitoring Plan for the
216-B-63 Trench (WHC 1995a), and Interim-Status Groundwater Monitoring Plan for the
216-5-10 Pond and Ditch (WHC 1990c). These documents contain further details regarding the
geology, hydrology, and current groundwater monitoring programs for the RCRA sites.
Excerpts from Hanford Site Groundwater Monitoring for Fiscal Year 1997 (PNNL 1998) are
presented below for the current monitoring network and groundwater conditions.

Quarterly RCRA groundwater compliance monitoring reports were first published in 1986 on the
Hanford Site. In addition to quarterly reports, annual reports commenced in 1988. The RCRA-
compliant monitoring networks were implemented at different times for the various facilities.
Sample collection and analyses for the RCRA groundwater monitoring program on the Hanford
Site was halted on June 1, 1990, when Pacific Northwest Laboratory cancelled the United States
Testing, Inc. analytical support services contract. The sampling program was re-instated on

June 6, 1991, under an interim contract with International Technology Corporation (DOE-RL
19922). Annual reports for the RCRA groundwater monitoring program have been included in
the Hanford Site groundwater monitoring report since 1997 (PNNL 1997 and 1998).

3.2.1 216-A-29 Ditch

3.2.1.1 History of RCRA Groundwater Monitoring. RCRA groundwater monitoring of the
216-A-29 Ditch began in November 1988 with an interim status indicator parameter evaluation
(detection level) program (DOE-RL 1992a). The wells were sampled quarterly for one year to
establish background levels. Background sampling was completed in August 1989. The
program was elevated to an assessment-level program in 1990 because of elevated specific
conductance beyond the critical mean in one downgradient well (WHC 1990b). The results of
the groundwater quality assessment, which concluded in 1995, are reported in Results of the
Groundwater Quality Assessment Program at the 216-4-29 Ditch (WHC 1995b) and are
summarized in Section 3.2.1 4 The program then reverted to indicator evaluation monitoring in
October 1996.

3.2.1.2 Aquifer Identification. The uppermost or unconfined aquifer beneath the 216-A-29
Ditch is about 2- to 24-m (7- to 79-ft) thick and is contained within sediments of the Hanford and
Ringold Formations. The aquifer extends from the water table to the top of the basalt, or in some
areas, the lower mud unit of the Ringold Formation. Groundwater flow is to the southwest due
to the 216-B-3 Pond mound. Groundwater flow velocities range from 0.009 m/day

(0.030 ft/day) under the head end of the ditch to 0.063 m/day (0.207 ft/day) under the
intersection with the 216-B-3-3 Ditch. The water table beneath the ditch has declined
significantly since the discharges to the 216-B-3 Pond system decreased.

3.2.1.3 Well Location and Design. The current monitoring well network (Figure 2-2) consists
of 10 wells. There are two upgradient wells ( 699-43-43 and 699-43-45) and eight downgradient
wells. The downgradient wells (prefixed by 299-) are E25-26, E25-28, E25-32P, E25-34,
E25-35, E25-48, E26-12, and E26-13. All of the wells are sampled semi-annually with dedicated
sampling pumps.
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Construction of wells followed RCRA standard well construction specifications (WHC 1992c).
The standards in WAC 173-160, “Minimum Standards for Construction and Maintenance of
Wells,” were used to set the basic design requirements. The interim status groundwater
monitoring network for the 216-A-29 Ditch includes 10 wells constructed from 1985 through
1992. The locations of the monitoring wells are identified in Figure 2-2. Nine of the wells are
constructed with screens at the water table, and the remaining well is screened above the top of
the basalt. Construction summaries and details of drilling and design specifications for all wells
in the interim status groundwater monitoring system are contained in several reports (e.g., WHC
1992a, 1992b, and 1993a). Two upgradient wells (699-43-43 and 699-43-45) were selected to
determine the background groundwater chemistry (well 699-43-45 is located off of Figure 2-2 to
the east).

3.2.1.4 Results of RCRA Interim Status Groundwater Monitoring Data. RCRA indicator
parameters are specific conductance, pH, total organic carbon, and total organic halides.
Groundwater quality parameters are chloride, iron (filtered), manganese (filtered), phenols,
sodium (filtered), and sulfate. The 216-A-29 Ditch was placed into an assessment-level
groundwater monitoring program in 1990 due to elevated specific conductance beyond the
critical mean in one downgradient well (WHC 1990b). From that time until 1995,
comprehensive sampling and analysis were performed to determine the cause of this anomaly.
The assessment report (WHC 1995b) concluded that elevated specific conductance was due to
high concentrations of suifate, sodium, and calcium in the groundwater from the 216-A-29 Ditch.
Sulfate, sodium, and calcium are not regulated as hazardous wastes. The facility reverted to an
indicator parameter evaluation program. In fiscal year (FY) 1997, specific conductance
increased slightly in nearly all of the network wells.

The groundwater in the vicinity of the 216-A-29 Ditch contains iodine-129 and pH at levels
above interim drinking water standards but are not considered attributable to the unit. Unfiltered
chromium and iron have historically exceeded drinking water standards in several wells. These
concentrations have been attributed to well construction and oxidizing conditions in the aquifer.

3.2.2 216-B-63 Trench

3.2.2.1 History of RCRA Groundwater Monitoring. Quarterly RCRA groundwater sampling
of the 216-B-63 Trench monitoring network was started in the third quarter of 1988 with an
interim status indicator parameter evaluation {detection level) program (WHC 1995a). The wells
were sampled quarterly through calendar year 1993 then semi-annual sampling for indicator
parameters evaluation was initiated.

3.2.2.2 Aquifer Identification. The uppermost or unconfined aquifer beneath the 216-B-63
Trench is 3.4- to 6.1-m (11.2- to 20.0-ft) thick and is contained within the sediments of the
Hanford formation. The aquifer extends from the water table to the top of the basalt. The
Ringold Formation is absent beneath the trench. Groundwater flow is generally east to west due
to the 216-B-3 Pond mound. Groundwater flow velocities range from 0.01 to 0.04 m/day (0.033
to 0.13 ft/day). The water table is nearly flat beneath the ditch and has been declining since the
discharges to the 216-B-3 Pond system have decreased.
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3.2.2.3 Well Location and Design. The current monitoring well network (Figure 2-3) consists
of twelve wells. There are five upgradient wells, 299-E27-8, 299-E27-9, 299-E27-11,

299-E27 -17, and 299-E34-10. There are seven downgradient wells 299-E27-16, 299-E27-18,
299-E27-19, 299-E33-33, 299-E33-36, 299-E33-37, and 299-E34-8. All of the wells are '
sampled semi-annually with dedicated sampling pumps.

Construction of wells followed RCRA standard well construction specifications (WHC 1992¢).
The standards provided in WAC 173-160, “Minimum Standards for Construction and
Maintenance of Wells,” were used to set the basic design requirements. The interim status
groundwater monitoring network for the 216-B-63 Trench includes 12 wells constructed from
1987 through 1992. The locations of the monitoring wells are identified in Figure 2-3. All of the
wells are constructed with screens at the water table. Construction summaries and details of
drilling and design specifications for all of the wells in the interim status groundwater monitoring
system are contained in Jnterim-Status Groundwater Monitoring Plan for the 216-B-63 Trench
(WHC 1995a). Five upgradient wells (299-E27-3, 299-E27-9, 299-E27-11, 299-E27-17, and
299-E34-10) were selected to determine the background groundwater chemistry.

3.2.2.4 Results of RCRA Interim Status Groundwater Monitoring Data. RCRA indicator
parameters are specific conductance, pH, total organic carbon, and total organic halides.
Groundwater quality parameters are chloride, iron (filtered), manganese (filtered), phenols,
sodium (filtered), and sulfate. The 216-B-63 Trench has been in an interim status indicator
parameter evaluation (detection level) program since 1988. There are no significant detections
that could be attributed to this trench, and there are no exceedances in the RCRA indicator
parameters.

The groundwater in the vicinity of 216-B-63 Trench contains iodine-129 and pH at levels above
interim drinking water standards but are not considered attributable to the unit. Unfiltered

chromium and iron have historically exceeded drinking water standards in several wells. These
concentrations have been attributed to well construction and oxidizing conditions in the aquifer.

3.2.3 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond

3.2.3.1 History of RCRA Groundwater Monitoring. RCRA groundwater monitoring of the
216-S-10 Ditch began in the third quarter of 1991 with an interim status indicator parameter
evaluation (detection level) program (DOE-RL 1992a). The wells were sampled quarterly for
one year to establish background levels. Semi-annual sampling for indicator parameters
evaluation was instituted in 1992. Upgradient wells were sampled quarterly in 1997 to
re-establish critical mean for total organic halides, and the wells were sampled semi-annually
thereafter (PNNL 1998). The cause of the upgradient total organic halides is llkely the
upgradient carbon tetrachloride plume.

3.2.3.2 Aquifer Identification. RCRA groundwater monitoring of the 216-S-10 Ditch began in
the third quarter of 1991 with an interim status indicator parameter evaluation (detection level)
program (DOE-RL 1992a). The wells were sampled quarterly for one year to establish
background levels. Semi-annual sampling for indicator parameters evaluation was instituted in
1992. Upgradient wells were sampled quarterly in 1997 to re-establish critical mean for total
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organic halides, and the wells were sampled semi-annually thereafter (PNNL 1998). The cause
of the upgradient total organic halides is likely the upgradient carbon tetrachloride plume.

3.2.3.3 Well Location and Design. The current monitoring well network (Figure 2-4) consists
of five wells. There is one upgradient well, 299-W26-7 (well 299-W26-8 was operational, but
went dry), and there are four downgradient wells, 299-W26-9, 299-W26-10, 299-W26-12, and
209-W27-2. Well 299-W26-9 is also going dry and is expected to be replaced with a new well in
early 2000. The proposed location for this well is identified in Figure 2-4. This well will be
integrated with the borehole characterization effort described in this work plan. All of the wells
are sampled semi-annually with dedicated sampling pumps.

Construction of wells followed RCRA standard well construction specifications (WHC 1992¢).
The standards in WAC 173-160, “Minimum Standards for Construction and Maintenance of
Wells,” were used to set the basic design requirements. The interim status groundwater
monitoring network for the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch includes six wells constructed from 1990
through 1992. The locations of the monitoring wells are identified in Figure 2-4. Five of the
wells are constructed with screens at the water table. The remaining well is screened above the
top of the lower mud of the Ringold Formation. Construction summaries and details of drilling
and design specifications for all of the wells in the interim status groundwater monitoring system
are contained in several reports (e.g., WHC 1990c, 1992b, and 1993b). Two upgradient wells
(299-W26-7 and 299-W26-8) were selected to determine the background groundwater chemistry.

3.2.3.4 Results of RCRA Interim Status Groundwater Monitoring Data. RCRA indicator
parameters are specific conductance, pH, total organic carbon, and total organic halides.
Groundwater quality parameters are chioride, iron (filtered), manganese (filtered), phenols,
sodium (filtered), and sulfate. The RCRA interim status indicator parameter evaluation
(detection level) program groundwater monitoring of the 216-S-10 facility began in 1991. In
FY 1996 and FY 1997, total organic halides were detected in upgradient wells. Quarterly
sampling of the upgradient wells occurred for one year to re-establish critical mean for total
organic halides, and then the wells were sampled semi-annuaily. The cause of the upgradient
total organic halides is probably the upgradient carbon tetrachloride plume. Chromium has also
been found in an upgradient well. The source of this contamination is currently under
investigation, but the source is likely attributable to the upgradient 216-S-17 Pond.

Two of the downgradient wells produced increasingly turbid samples, potentially affecting some
analytical results. Turbidity increased to over 180 nephelometric units (NTUs) during FY 1996.
Measures were taken to collect less-turbid samples (e.g., lowering the pump). The turbidity
during FY 1997 ranged from 11 to 5 NTUs.

The groundwater in the vicinity of 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch contains aluminum and pH at levels
above interim drinking water standards. Unfiltered chromium and iron have historically
exceeded drinking water standards in several wells. These concentrations have been attributed to
well construction and oxidizing conditions in the aquifer.

Historically, perched water has been discovered beneath the 216-S-9 Crib and the 216-8-10
Ditch. Well 299-W26-11 went dry in October 1991. '

3-11



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

3.3 POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT

This section describes the conceptual exposure model developed to identify potential impacts to-
human health and the environment from waste sites in the 200-CS-1 OU. Information pertaining
to contaminant sources, release mechanisms, transport media, exposure routes, and receptors are
discussed to develop a conceptual understanding of potential risks and exposure pathways. This
- information will be used to support an evaluation of potential human health and environmental
risk in the RI and FS documents for the 200-CS-1 OU.

The primary sources of contamination at waste sites in this OU were major facilities (e.g.,
PUREX Plant, B Plant, and REDOX Facility) in the 200 East and 200 West Areas. Facilities in
this area routinely discharged low-level contaminated chemical sewer wastewater to unlined
ponds and ditches. Releases to the environment from primary sources have resulted in secondary
contaminant sources, which are the contaminated soils beneath waste sites/unplanned release
sites in this OU. Secondary releases can occur through infiltration, resuspension of contaminated
soil, volatilization, biotic uptake, leaching, and external radiation (gamma). The dominant
mechanism of contaminant transport is related to infiltration. Residual moisture from effluent
discharge has the potential to impact groundwater, as it may be currently migrating through the
soil column by gravity drainage in some areas.

Potential receptors (i.€., human and ecological) may be exposed to the affected media through
several exposure pathways, including inhalation, ingestion, and direct exposure to external
gamma radiation. Potential human receptors include current and future workers and visitors
(occasional users). Potential ecological receptors include terrestrial and aquatic plants and
animals. The conceptual exposure model for the 200-CS-1 OU is shown in Figure 3-1.

Future impacts to humans are largely dependent upon the land use. The type of future land use is
not certain at this time, but industrial land use for the 200 Areas is favored by EPA, Ecology, and
the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE). Outside the 200 Areas boundary, the preferred land use
is preservation and conservation (DOE-RL 1999). These preferred land uses are currently
identified in the Revised Draft Hanford Remedial Action Environmental Impact Statement and
Comprehensive Land-Use Plan (DOE 1999).

34 DEVELOPMENT OF CONTAMINANTS OF CONCERN

The development of a list of contaminants of potential concern (COPCs) and the refinement of
the list of contaminants of concern (COCs) were among the main objectives of the data quality
objective (DQO) process for characterization of the 200-CS-1 representative sites and TSD units.
The DQO process is more fully described in Section 4.1. The preliminary list of COPCs
included the complete set of contaminants that were potentially discharged to chemical sewer
OU waste sites from the facilities discussed in Section 2.2. This master list of COPCs was
evaluated against a set of exclusion criteria to develop a final COC list. Chemical characteristics
such as toxicity, persistence, and chemical behavior in the environment were considered. The

3-12



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

criteria for exclusion of certain constituents, as detailed in the DQO report (BHI 1999 [in
review]), are as follows:

Short-lived radionuclides were excluded (half-lives of less than 3 years)

Radionuclides that constitute less than 1% of the fission product inventory and for which
historical sampling indicates nondetection

Naturally occurring isotopes that were not created as a result of Hanford Site operations

Constituents with an atomic mass greater than 242 that represent less than 1% of the
actinide activities

Progeny radionuclides that build insignificant activities within 50 years
Chemicals that have no known carcinogenic or toxic effect (inert)

Constituents that have been diluted, neutralized, and/or decomposed by the high volumes
of water and/or the presence of acids and bases

Chemicals that are not persistent in the environment

Potentially hazardous or toxic substances that are analyzed in the general suite of metals
and organic analysis performed.

The exclusion process resulted in a final list of COCs for the 200-CS-1 OU, which is presented
in Table 3-3. The preliminary list of COPCs and the excluded analytes and rationale for
exclusion are presented in Table 1-6 of the DQO summary report (BHI 1999 [in review]).

Additional information regarding the COCs is presented in the DQO summary report and

Section 4.0 of this work plan.
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Table 3-1. Inventory of Known and Suspected Contamination for Each Representative
Site in the 200-CS-1 OU, and Effluent Volume Received -- Radionuclides Decayed
to January 1999 (from DOE-RL 1997).

Site Site Name T‘;;ag')u T"?;)P“ A‘E‘éiz)‘“ Cfcll';” $r-90 (Ci) viﬁ?:llee?;ﬁ)
216-A-29 216-A-29 Ditch 10,400,312
216-B-63 216-B-63 Trench 212 0.57 0.035 0.51 1.94 7,200,000
216-5-10 216-5-10 Diich 199 0.10 0.015 1.00 0.86 4,340,000
216-8-10 216-5-10 Pond 4,120,000
216-5-11 216-S-11 pond 208 0.31 0.67 0.65 2,230,000
216-W-LWC 200 West Arca 1,200,000

laundry crib
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Table 3-2. Chemical Releases into the PUREX Plant Chemical Sewer Line
from Mid-1983 to 1987 (modified from DOE-RL 1990). (2 Pages)

Date Chemical Pounds Waste Designation
May 20, 1983 Aluminum nitrate nonahydrate 17,725 None
October 17, 1983 Potassium permanganate 10,700 None
Sodium carbonate 1,412
February 9, 1984 Potassium hydroxide 83,000 D002
February 26, 1984 Sodium hydroxide 3,700 D002, WTO02
May 16, 1984 Cadmium nitrate 25 t0 50 D006, WTO1
June 6, 1984 Hydrazine 332 U133
Hydroxylamine nitrate: 90
August 22, 1984 Nitric acid 9,600 D002
October 2, 1984 Hydrazine 280 U133, WT02
Hydroxylamine nitrate 407
November 1, 1984 Sulfuric acid 3,482 None
November 27, 1984 Nitric acid 349 None
Ferrous sulfamate 43
Sulfamic acid 68
December 2, 1984 Potassium hydroxide 150 D002
December 2, 1984 Potassium hydroxide 62,683 D002, WT02
January 10, 1985 Hydroxylamine nitrate 100 U133
Hydrazine 21
Nitric acid 66
January 18, 1985 Nitric acid 6,236 D002, WT(2
February 8, 1985 Sodium nitrate 160 None
April 4, 1985 Ferrous sulfamate 52 None
Nitric acid 269
‘ Sulfamic acid 132
May 14, 1985 Nitric acid 190 U133
Hydroxylamine nitrate 98
Hydrazine 04
May 27, 1985 Nitric acid 223 None
June 25, 1985 Nitric acid - 24,189 D002, WT02
July I, 1985 Ammonium fluoride 5,368 WTO01
Ammonium nitrate 1,016
August 6, 1985 Sodium hydroxide 42,440 D002, WT02
October 28, 1985 Nitric acid 1,181 D002
December 18, 1985 Cadmium nitrate 35 D006, WTO1
December 28, 1985 Aluminum nitrate nonahydrate 650 to 730 None
February 12, 1986 Nitric acid 42 D002
Sulfuric acid 276
February 13, 1986 Sulfuric acid 77 D002
February 19, 1986 Sodivm hydroxide <100 D002, WT02
February 21, 1986 Sulfuric acid <100 D002

llaJ
p—
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Table 3-2. Chemical Releases into the PUREX Plant Chemical Sewer Line
from Mid-1983 to 1987 (modified from DOE-RL 1990). (2 Pages)

Date Chemical Pounds Waste Designation
March 24, 1986 Sulfuric acid <100 D002
June 28, 1986 Sulfuric acid 121 D002
July 7, 1986 Hydrazine 6 U133
April 25, 1987 Sodium nitrite 1,275 None
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Table 3-3. List of Contaminants of Concern

at the 200-CS-1 Operable Unit.

Radioactive Constituents

Americium-241

Platonium-238
Cesium-137 Plutonium-239/240
Cobalt-60 Radium-228
Europium-152

Strontium-90

Europium-154

Technetium-99°

Europium-155

Tritium®
Gross alpha Thorium-232
Gross beta Uranium-233/234
Neptunium-237 Uranium-235/236
Nickel-63" } Uranium-238
Chemical Constituents - Metals
Arsenic Lead
Barium Mercury
Beryllium Nickel
Cadmium Selenium
Chromium Silver
Hexavalent chromium Vanadium
Copper Zinc
Chemical Constituents - Other Inorganics
Ammonia Phosphate
Chloride Sulfate
Cyanide Suifide
Flueride Thiocyanate
Nitrate/nitrite pH

Chemical Constituents - Volatile Organics

Acetone

Halogenated hydrocarbons

1-Butanol (butyl alcohol)

Propanol (isopropyl alcohol)
2-Butanone (MEK) " Toluene
Butylated hydroxy toluene Methyl isobutyl ketone (MIBK)
Chloroform (trichloromethane) Xylene
Decane 1,1,1 Trichloroethane
Dichloromethane (methylene chloride) 1,1,2 Trichloroethane
Ethanol
: Semi-Volatile Organics
Diesel fuel® Polychlorinated biphenyls
Kerosene® Shell E-2342 (napthalene and paraffin)®
Normal paraffin hydrocarbon®

Soltrol-170 (C]OHZZ to CeHis
purified kerosene)®

Paraffin hydrocarbons®

a

These COPCs are deep-zone sensitive only. No analyses are required for these COPCs in the

shallow zone soils, as they are soft beta emitters in low abundance that have insignificant dose

impact in the shatlow zone.
b

Analyzed as kerosene total petroleum hydrocarbons.
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4.0 WORK PLAN APPROACH AND RATIONALE

41 SUMMARY OF DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVE PROCESS

The remedial investigation needs for the 200-CS-1 OU were developed in accordance with the
DQO process (EPA 1993; BHI-EE-01, Environmental Investigations Procedures, Procedure 1.2,
“Data Quality Objectives™). The DQO process is a seven-step planning approach that is used to
develop a data collection strategy consistent with data uses and needs. The goals of the process
are to provide the data needed to refine the preliminary site conceptual contaminant distribution
model and to support remediation decisions.

The DQO process was implemented by a team of subject matter experts and key decision
makers. Subject matter experts provided input on regulatory issues, the physical condition of the
sites, and sampling and analysis methods. Key decision makers from DOE, EPA, and Ecology
participated in the process and approved the characterization approach outlined in the DQO
summary report (BHI 1999 [pending finalization]). The DQO process and involvement of the
team of experts and decision makers provides a high degree of confidence that the right type and
quality of data are collected to fulfill informational needs of the 200-CS-1 OU remedial
1nvest1gat10n Results of the DQO process for characterization of the representative sites and
TSD units in the 200-CS-1 OU are presented in a DQO process summary report.

4.1.1 Data Uses

Data generated during characterization of the representative sites and TSD units will consist
mainly of s0il contaminant data. The soil contaminant data will be used to define the nature and
extent of radiological and chemical contamination; to support an evaluation of risks; and to assist
in the evaluation, selection, and design of a remedial alternative. By defining the type and
distribution of contamination, the site-specific conceptual model for contaminant distribution can
be verified or rejected. Verification of the current model will direct the application of the
analogous unit concept at 200-CS-1 OU waste sites. A limited amount of data will be collected
to characterize the physical properties of soils that will be used to support an assessment of risk
(e.g., RESidual RADioactivity Dose Model [RESRAD] modeling). Contaminant and soil
property data will be obtained by sampling and analyzing soils at the two representative sites and
at two TSD units.

Borehole sampling at the 216-S-10 Pond will be integrated with the installation of a
downgradient RCRA interim status groundwater monitoring well. Because this well will be
located as close to the edge and influence of the waste site as possible, it will be representative of
contamination found in deep soils and to groundwater. However, because it is not located in the
pond proper, a test pit will be located at the pond influence in order to obtain shallow samples.

In addition to data collected specifically to characterize the 200-CS-1 OU waste sites, an

additional sample will be collected to determine if residual contamination may be remaining in
the soil column that originated from other liquid disposal sources during peak operational times.
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To make this determination, one sample will be collected at the historic high groundwater level
for units that will be constructed to that depth. ‘

4.1.2 Data Needs

A considerable amount of background and historical information has been presented in

Sections 2.0 and 3.0 regarding 200-CS-1 QU waste sites. Some of this information will be used
to develop a site-specific conceptual model for the waste sites, and additional information is
provided by reference. For most waste sites, information is available regarding location, design,
major types of waste disposed, and radiological contaminants associated with the bottom of
waste sites. However, the data needed to refine the site conceptual contaminant distribution
model and support remedial decision making are limited. As defined by the DQO process, the
focus of the 200-CS-1 RI is to determine the nature and extent of contamination in the vadose
zone. Specifically, determinations of the type, concentration (especially highest concentration),
and vertical and lateral extent of radiological and chemical contaminants in the vadose zone are
the major data needs. Data are also required to determine the physical properties of soils, which
will provide additional input to support an evaluation of risk through the use of models for
groundwater transport, direct exposure to radionuclides, etc.

4.1.3 Data Quality

Data quality was addressed during the DQO session by identifying potential COCs and
establishing associated analytical performance criteria. The process of identifying potential
COCs is summarized in Section 3.5. Analytical performance criteria were established by
evaluating potential ARARs and preliminary remediation goals (PRGs), which are regulatory
thresholds/standards or derived risk-based thresholds. These potential ARARs and PRGs
represent chemical-, location-, and action-specific requirements that are protective of human
health and the environment. Regulatory thresholds/standards or preliminary action levels
provide the basis for establishing cleanup levels and dictate analytical performance levels (i.e.,
laboratory detection limit requirements). Detection limit requirements and standards for
precision and accuracy are used to define data quality. :

To provide the necessary data quality, detection limits should be lower than preliminary action
levels. Additional data quality is gained by establishing specific policies and procedures for the
generation of analytical data and field quality assurance/quality control requirements. These
requirements are discussed in detail in the sampling and analysis plan (SAP) (Appendix B).
Analytical performance requirements are specified in Tables 3-7a and 3-7b of the DQO summary
report (BHI 1999 [pending review]). Table 3-7a contains analytical requirements for shallow
soils collected up to 4.6 m (0 to 15 ft) below ground surface (bgs), and Table 3-7b provides the
analytical requirements for deeper soils (BHI 1999 [pending review]). The potential ARARs and
PRGs for 200 Areas waste sites are discussed in Sections 4.0 and 5.0 of the Implementation Plan
(DOE-RL 1999).
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414 Data Quantity

Data quantity refers to the number of samples collected. The number of samples needed to
refine the site conceptual model and make remedial decisions is based on a biased sampling
approach. Bias in sampling is the intentional location of a sampling point within a waste site
based on process knowledge of the waste stream and expected behavior of the COCs and is the
preferred sampling approach as defined in Step 6 of the DQO process summary report (BHI
1999 [pending review]) and Section 6.2.2 of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) for the RI
phase. Using this approach, sampling locations can be selected that increase the chance of
encountering the highest contamination in the local soil column.

Sample locations at representative sites and TSD units were selected based on the preliminary
conceptual contaminant distribution model presented in the DQO summary report and applied to
site-specific representative and TSD units in Section 2.4 of this work plan. Fourteen locations in
the four waste sites were selected for sampling. The locations were selected with the goal of
intersecting the highest area of contamination and to determine the vertical and lateral extent of
contamination within the historical boundary of the waste sites. From 20 to 34 samples will be
collected from different depths at each of the sites to evaluate the extent of contamination.
Additional samples may be collected as warranted by observations such as changes in lithology
and visual indications of contamination. This bias sampling approach was designed to provide
the data needed to meet the DQOs for this phase of work.

42 CHARACTERIZATION APPROACH

This section provides an overview of characterization activities that are planned to collect the
required data identified during the DQO process. These activities include borehole drilling and
excavation of test pits (or auger boreholes) to collect and analyze soil samples. The sampling
strategy is designed to provide access to potentially contaminated subsurface areas. Sample
collection shall be guided by field screening efforts and a sampling scheme that identifies critical
sampling depths.

4.2.1 Drilling and Sampling

The 216-A-29 borehole will be drilled and sampled to groundwater at locations near the inlet to
216-A-29 Ditch (Figure 4-1). The 216-S-10 Pond will be drilled and sampled to groundwater as
close to the edge of the waste site as possible in order to integrate this sampling effort with the
installation of a downgradient RCRA interim status groundwater monitoring well (Figure 4-2).
One borehole will be drilled and sampled to 30.5 m (100 ft) at 216-B-63 Trench (Figure 4-3).
This borehole will not be drilled to groundwater because sufficient information on deep zone
soils is available through adjacent 216-B-2-2 borehole information obtained through the 1998
borehole summary report for this unit (BHI 1998a). The borehole for the 216-5-10 Ditch will be
located at the beginning of the stabilized portion of the iead end of the ditch (Figure 4-2) due to
access concerns. These locations were chosen because the inlet areas (or as near the inlet as
possible) are where the highest levels of contamination are generally expected to exist.
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Therefore, the deep sediments that will be collected should provide a worst-case scenario for
maximum contamination levels at depth.

The sample collection strategy has been designed to thoroughly characterize the unit sediments
and the vadose zone materials beneath them to the top of the groundwater table. Sampling will
generally begin at the first sign of radiological contamination, as determined by field
measurements. This contamination is expected to begin at the historic bottom of the unit (i.e.,
pond, ditch, and trench sediments), but if contamination is detected in backfill materials above
the unit bottom, the backfill materials will also be sampled. Other than 216-S-10 Pond borehole
that will begin at 15.3 m (50 ft) bgs, borehole samples will typically be collected at 0.76-m
(2.5-ft) intervals for the first 3 m (10 ft) from the bottom of the unit, then at 1.5-m (5-ft) intervals
to 7.6 m (25 ft) bgs, then at 15.3-m (50-ft) intervals to groundwater or, in the case of the 216-B-
63 Trench, to 30.5 m (100 ft) bgs. Samples that were identified as critical during the DQO
process will be collected at the sediment layer and at 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs. A 7.6-m (25-ft) bgs
sample will aiso be identified as critical at 216-B-63 Trench and 216-S-10 Pond. The 7.6-m
(25-ft) bgs depth is considered critical for determining the cost-effectiveness of placing a barrier
over a waste unit versus the excavation of contaminants. Containment was not considered cost-
effective for planning purposes at the 216-A-29 Ditch and 216-5-10 Ditch due to their long,
narrow shapes of the ditches; therefore, the 7.6-m (25-ft) bgs depth will not be considered critical
at these units. '

In addition, one sample will be collected at the historic high groundwater table at the three
boreholes that will be constructed to groundwater: 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-S-10 Pond, and

216- S-10 Ditch. These samples will be used to determine if residual contamination remains in
the soil column that is attributable to past operation of liquid disposal units in the 200 Areas.

A sample will not be taken specifically below 3.1 m (10 ft) from the bottom of the unit (L.e.,
46m,6.1 m,or 7.6 m[15 ft, 20 ft, or 25 ft] bgs) if this point falls within an already assigned
0.76-m (2.5-ft) interval sample or within 0.6 m (2 ft) of a sample. Additional samples may be
collected at the discretion of the geologist/sampler based on field screening and geologic
information (e.g., changes in lithology). A detailed sample schedule for each borehole is
presented in the SAP (Appendix B). '

All drilling will be via a method approved by Bechtel Hanford, Inc. (BHI), and will conform to
site-specific technical specifications for environmental drilling services. The drill rig generally
will require a 23-m (75-ft)-square pad with a 5-m (16-ft)-wide access road leading to the drill rig.
Cleaning and decontamination requirements will also be performed by BHI-approved methods.

Likely drilling methods for this project include cable tool, sonic, and diesel hammer. The
drilling method must allow the use of a 13-cm (5-in.) outside-diameter split-spoon sampler. Use
of a split-spoon sampler will necessitate composting the sample over at least 0.3 m (1 ft) to
obtain enough sample for analysis. The drilling method must not use any system that circulates
air or water.

Three of four boreholes will be drilled to the top of the water table. The maximum total depth of
the investigation below ground surface is approximately as follows: 216-A-29 Ditch will be
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73 m (240 ft), 216-B-63 Trench will be 30.5 m (100 ft), 216-S-10 Ditch will be 70 m (230 ft),
and 216-S-10 Pond will be 64 m (210 ft). In the boreholes to the groundwater, the presence of
water-saturated soils will indicate the end of the borehole and will be determined by the site
geologist. Up to three strings of casing may be telescoped to the proposed depth to minimize the
transport of contaminants in the vadose zone from the drilling operations. The casing sizes will
be of sufficient size to accommodate a split-spoon sampler to the bottom of the borehole.
Downsizing of the casing will be commensurate with the expected decrease in contamination
Jevels with depth. Actual conditions during drilling may warrant changes; the changes may be
implemented after consultation with and the approval of the task lead and the subcontract
technical representative. All casings will be removed from boreholes when drilling and sampling
are completed. If required to support Hanford Site groundwater monitoring needs, boreholes
may be completed as wells. Otherwise, the borehole shall be backfilled with bentonite or an
appropriate alternative abandonment procedure in accordance with WAC 173-160, “Minimum
Standards for Construction and Maintenance of Wells.”

4.2.2 Test Pit Excavation/Auger Drilling and Sampling

Ten test pits and/or shallow auger borings shall be excavated and sampled at the representative
sites and TSD units. The locations of these excavations are shown in Figures 4-1 through 4-3.
Test pits will likely be used for excavating and sampling; however, a hollow-stem auger may be
used as an alternative if it is determined to be more cost effective. The excavations will be used
to determine vertical and lateral extent of contamination within the area historically defined as
the waste site boundary.

If sampling from a test pit, the samples shall be collected at the bottom of the unit (either at the
bottom of the pond, trench, or ditch), or upon the first detection of radiological contamination
above background levels, whichever is encountered first. The sampling shall be at 0.75-m
(2.5-ft) intervals to 3 m (10 ft), then at 1.5-m (5-ft) intervals to 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs at the 216-A-29
Ditch and 216-S-10 Ditch, and to 7.6 m (25 ft) bgs at 216-B-63 Trench and 216-S-10 Pond.
Additional samples may be collected at the discretion of the geologist/sampler based on field
screening information, and critical samples will be collected at 4.6 and 7.6 m (15 and 25 ft) bgs.
A sample will not be taken specifically below 3 m (10 ft) from the bottom of the unit (i.e., 4.6 m,
6.1 m, or 7.6 m [15 fi, 20 ft, or 25 ft]) if this point falls within an already assigned 0.75 m (2.5 ft)
below unit sediment interval sample or within 0.6 m (2 ft) of a sample. If contamination 1s
observed during the excavation process via field screening equipment at the maximum sampling
depth, an additional deeper sample will be attempted (depending on the limitations of the
excavation equipment) for further resolution of the vertical contamination concentration profile.
A detailed sample schedule for each test pit/auger borehole is presented in the SAP

(Appendix B). Chemical and radiological analyses will be composite samples. Physical
property testing will be done on discreet samples.

Test pits will be excavated and sampled with an excavator, which will be large enough to collect
samples from the maximum target depth of 7.6 m (25 ft). The samples shall be collected directly
from the excavator bucket and handled in accordance with BHI-EE-01, Environmental
Investigations Procedures.
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Samples collected from hollow-stem augers will require use of a large-diameter split-spoon
sampler, which necessitates compositing the sample through at least 0.3.m (1 ft} to obtain
adequate sample size for analysis. In this case, samples will be collected at the intervals for
drilling to 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs or 7.6 m (25 ft) bgs, as described above. As with test pits, critical
samples will be collected at 4.6 and 7.6 m (15 and 25 ft) bgs; additional samples may be
collected at the discretion of the geologist/sampler based on field screening information.

4..2.3 Field Screening

All samples and/or cuttings from the boreholes and test pits will be field screened for evidence of
radionuclides by the radiological control technician. Radioactivity screening of the soils will
assist in selecting the sample intervals. Field screening instrumentation will be maintained
consistent with the manufacturer’s specifications and other approved procedures. The site
geologist will record all field screening results in the borehole log. Field screening methodology
and instrumentation is described in detail in the SAP (Appendix B).

4.2.4 Analysis of Soil

Samples shall be collected for chemical and radionuclide analysis and to determine the physical
properties of the soil. A fairly broad and comprehensive list of analytes has been selected for
this investigation; this list was developed based on an evaluation of all potential contamination
that was discharged to the waste sites. Development of this list of COCs is presented in

Section 3.4 and Table 3-3. Tables A2-1 and A2-2 of the SAP list detailed descriptions of
analytical methods, holding times, and quality assurance and quality control procedures for each
contaminant (Appendix B). A limited number of samples will also be analyzed to determine soil
physical properties such as moisture content and particle size. All samples will be collected and
controlled in accordance with BHI-EE-01, Procedure 4.0, “Soil and Sediment Sampling.” A
detailed sample schedule for all boreholes and test pits is included in the SAP (Appendix B).

43 GEOPHYSICAL LOGGING

The two deep boreholes (described in Section 4.2.1) will be logged with a high-resolution
spectral gamma-ray-logging system to provide continuous vertical logs of gamma-emitting
radionuclides and with a neutron moisture-logging system to identify moisture changes. In
addition to the logging performed on the new borings, high resolution spectra gamma-ray
logging are proposed in two existing wells near the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch (wells 299-W26-6
and 699-32-77). Other wells at the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch, 216-B-63 Trench, and 216-A-29
Ditch are not suitable for logging because they have annular seals.

The spectral gamma-logging system uses standard laboratory high-purity germanium (HPGe)
detector instrumentation to identify and quantify gamma-emitting radionuclides in wells as a
function of depth. The HPGe detector is calibrated to National Institute of Standards and Testing
requirements and includes corrections for environmental conditions that deviate from the
standard calibration condition. The HPGe detector has been used to locate, identify, and monitor
the distribution and movement of contaminants in more than 600 boreholes at the Hanford Site.
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The precision of this detector is such that movement of mobile constituents in the subsurface can
be identified to as little as 0.07 m (0.25 ft) at depths of up to 167.6 m (550 ft). The detector
requires constant cooling with liquid nitrogen and was designed to operate completely
submerged in water. Venting of the nitrogen gas to the surface is accomplished with a specially
designed logging cable.

The geophysical logging system that measures moisture employs a weak radioactive americium-
beryllium neutron source and neutron detector to provide a direct reading of hydrogen atom
distribution in the soi} surrounding the borehole. This detector will be used to measure
continuous vertical moisture in the vadose zone.

The spectral/gamma logs will be used to supplement the laboratory radionuclide data to
determine the vertical distribution of radionuclides in the vadose zone beneath the units and aid
in geological interpretation of subsurface stratigraphy. The deep boreholes will be logged
through the casing prior to the addition of a new casing string and after the well has reached total
depth. Spectral/gamma equipment calibration is conducted annually, and the data acquired
during the calibrations is used to derive factors that convert measured peak area count rate to
radionuclide concentrations in pCi/g. Casing corrections are applied to the data to compensate

" for the gamma ray attenuation by the casing.

‘Existing wells in the vicinity of representative sites and TSD units may be logged with the
gamma-ray-logging tool. Logging will only be required in existing wells that have one casing
string and lack annular seals. A list of wells to be logged is identified in the SAP (Appendix B).

All geophysical logging will be in accordance with Waste Management Northwest’s procedure
WMNW-CM-004, Section 17 (“Geophysical Logging™), and WMNW-CM-004, Section 18
(“Geophysical Logging Analysis”) (WMNW 1998). Applicable detection limits, analytical
methods, and accuracy and precision requirements are defined in the documents governing
borehole logging. The site geologist will record the types of geophysical surveys and the depth
intervals of initial and repeat runs in the Well Construction Summary Report form.

Logging runs will be made prior to changing casing sizes and at the total depth of the borehole.
Downbhole tools and cable will be subject to the same rules as the drill rig and equipment.
Downhole tools and cable will be cleaned between boreholes. The upper part of each borehole
will be the most contaminated and will be logged first.
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Figure 4-1. Location of Test Pits and Borehole at 216-A-29 Ditch.
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Figure 4-2. Approximate Locations of Test Pits and Boreholes at 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond.
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Figure 4-3. Approximate Locations of Test Pits and Boreholes at 216-B-63 Trench.
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5.0 REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY PROCESS

This section describes the RI/FS (assessment) process for the 200-CS-1 OU. The development
of and rationale for this process are provided in the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) and
are summarized in Figure 1-1. The process follows the CERCLA format with modifications to
concurrently satisfy the requirements specific to RPP waste sites and RCRA TSD units
undergoing closure. A summary of the integrated regulatory process is provided in Section 5.1.

Section 5.2 outlines the tasks to be completed during the RI phase, including planning and
conducting field sampling activities and preparing the RI report. These tasks are designed to
effectively manage the work, satisfy the DQOs (identified in Section 4.0), document the results
of the RI, and manage the waste generated during field activities. The general purpose of the RI
is to characterize the nature, extent, concentration, and potential transport of contaminants and to
provide data to determine the need for and type of remediation. The detailed information that
will be collected 1o carry out these tasks is presented in the SAP (Appendix B) and the waste
control plan (Appendix C).

Tasks to be completed following the Rl include a FS with a RCRA TSD unit closure plan
(Section 5.3), a proposed plan and proposed RCRA permit modification for RCRA TSD units
(Section 5.4), and a ROD and RCRA permit modification for RCRA TSD units (Section 5.4).

Project management occurs throughout the RI/FS process. Project management is used to direct
and document project activities (so the objectives of the work plan are met) and to ensure that the
project is kept within budget and on schedule. The initial project management activity will be to
assign individuals to roles established in Section 7.2 of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL
1999). Other project management activities include day-to-day supervision of and
communication with project staff and support personnel; meetings; control of cost, schedule, and
work; records management; progress and final reports; quality assurance; health and safety; and
community relations.

Appendix A of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) provides the overall quality assurance

~ framework that was used to prepare an OU-specific quality assurance project plan for the
200-CS-1 RI (Appendix A, Section A2.0). Appendix C of the Implementation Plan reviews data
management activities that are applicable to the 200-CS-1 OU RI/FS and describes the process
for the collection/control of data, records, documents, correspondence, and other information
associated with OU activities.

51 INTEGRATED REGULATORY PROCESS

The RCRA closure and corrective action authorities have clear jurisdiction over waste with
chemical constituents (in particular, dangerous waste and dangerous constituents), and mixed
wastes (i.e., mixtures of dangerous waste and radiological contaminants), but not over waste with
radiological contaminants only. By applying CERCLA authority concurrently with RCRA
closure and corrective action requirements through integration, cleanup will be addressing all
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regulatory and environmental obligations at this OU as effectively and efficiently as possible.
Also, by applying CERCLA authority jointly with that of RCRA, additional options for disposal
of closure, corrective action, and remedial action wastes at the Environmental Restoration
Disposal Facility are possible. By allowing flexibility in final disposal options, DOE, Ecology,
and EPA intend to minimize disposal costs as much as possible while remaining fully protective
of human health and the environment.

The integrated process for characterization of the 200-CS-1 OU uses this RI/FS work plan in
combination with the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) to satisfy the requirements for both
an RI/FS work plan and a RCRA facility investigation/corrective measures study (RFI/CMS)
work plan. General facility background information, potential ARARs, preliminary RAOs, and
preliminary remedial technologies developed in the Implementation Plan are incorporated by
reference into this work plan. This work plan also provides RCRA TSD unit closure plan
information on facility description, location, and process information (Sections 2.1 and 2.2),
waste characteristics (Section 3.1), and groundwater monitoring (Section 3.2). Following the
completion of the work plan, an RI will be performed that will satisfy the requirements for a RFI,
as well as providing data needed to support the selection of a closure strategy for RCRA TSD
units. The RI will be limited to the concurrent investigation of representative waste sites and
RCRA TSD units undergoing closure. A report summarizing the results of the RI will then be
prepared that will satisfy the requirements for a RFI report. The report will also contain the
characterization information required in a RCRA TSD unit closure plan.

After the RI is complete, remedial alternatives/closure strategies will be developed and evaluated
against performance standards and evaluation criteria. The integration process for the evaluation
of remedial alternatives includes the preparation of a FS/closure plan that will satisfy the
requirements for a CMS report and RCRA TSD unit closure plans. Both documents are required
to include identification and development of corrective measure/remedial alternatives and an
evaluation of those alternatives. The CMS generally also includes a recommended alternative,
which is typically the purpose of the proposed plan under CERCLA. The FS will inciude a
section that provides corrective action recommendations for RPPs. The closure plans will
address the RCRA TSD unit in the QU and will be included in the FS as an appendix.

The RCRA closure options (i.e., landfill, modified, and clean closure as defined in Condition -
ILK. of the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit) will be determined based upon the alternative
selected and the amount of cleanup that can be attained by the alternative. Landfill closure-under
RCRA will include the construction of an engineered barrier over the unit and equates to what is
typically termed a “containment alternative” under CERCLA. A modified closure option
includes alternatives that leave contaminants in place above MTCA Method B cleanup standards
in soil, debris, or groundwater. A clean closure option requires that all contaminated material
and media be removed and decontaminated to ievels below MTCA Method B.

The decision-making process for the 200-CS-1 OU will be based on the use of a proposed plan,
ROD, and Hanford Facility RCRA Permit modification. Based on the FS/closure plan, a
proposed plan will be prepared that identifies the preferred remedial alternative for waste sites
within the OU. The proposed plan will include a draft permit modification with unit-specific
permit conditions for RPP waste sites and the RCRA TSD units within the OU for incorporation
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into the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit. The CERCLA ROD will document the RCRA TSD
unit closure and RCRA corrective action decisions for these units. The lead regulatory agency
(Ecology) will prepare the CERCLA ROD following completion of the public involvement
process for the proposed plan, which, after signature by the Tri-Parties, will authorize the
selected remedial action. The remedy selected under CERCLA will be incorporated into the
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit as the RCRA closure/corrective action after issuance of the
public notice and the comment process.

The technical and procedural elements of RCRA and CERCLA are each addressed in full in this
process. The CERCLA public involvement, inciuding public notice and opportunity to
comment, will be enhanced, as necessary, to concurrently satisfy the public involvement
requirements for the RCRA closure and RPP processes. The public will be given an opportunity
to review and comment on the CMS, closure plans, (which are appended to the CMS), and the
proposed permit conditions that will be contained in the proposed plan. The proposed plan with
a draft permit modification will be issued for a minimum 45-day public review and comment
period. Supporting documents, including the FS/closure plan, will also be made available to the
public for review at this time. A combined public meeting/public hearing may be held during the
comment period to provide information on the proposed action and permit modification and to
solicit public comment. '

52 REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION ACTIVITIES

This section summarizes the planned tasks that will be performed during the RI phase for the
200-CS-1 OU, including the following:

Planning

Field investigation

Management of investigation-derived waste (IDW)
Laboratory analysis and data verification

Data evaluation and reporting.

* 9 & o »

These tasks and subtasks reflect the work breakdown structure that will be used to manage the
work and to develop the project schedule discussed in Section 6.0

5.2.1 Planning

The planning subtask includes activities and documentation that need to be completed before
field activities can begin. These include the preparation of an activity hazard analysis and site-
specific health and safety plan (HASP), radiation work permits, excavation permits and
supporting surveys (e.g., cuitural, radiological, wildlife, and utilities), work instructions,
personnel training, and the procurement of materials and services (e.g., drilling and geophysical
logging services). In addition, borehole and test pit locations identified in Figures 4-1 through
4-3 will be located using a global positioning satellite system.

Appendix B of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) provides a general HASP that outlines
health and safety requirements for RI activities. Site-specific HASPs will be prepared for test pit

5-3
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excavation and drilling following the requirements of the general HASP. Initial surface
radiological surveys will be performed to document any radiological surface contamination and
the background levels in and around the sampling locations. This information will be used to
document initial site conditions and prepare HASPs and radiation work permits.

5.2.2 Field Investigation

The field investigation task involves data gathering activities performed in the field that are
required to satisfy DQOs. The field characterization approach is summarized in Section 4.2 and
is detailed in the SAP (Appendix B). The scope includes soil/sediment sampling and analysis to
characterize the vadose zone at the two representative TSD waste sites (216-A-29 Ditch and
216-S-10 Ditch) and the other RCRA TSD units (216-B-63 Trench and 216-5-10 Pond). Major
“subtasks associated with the field investigation include the following:

. Test pit excavation and sampling
. Borehole drilling and sampling and associated geophysical logging
s Preparation of field reports.

5.2.2.1 Test Pit Excavation and Sampling. This subtask involves the excavation of test pits
for the purpose of collecting soil and sediment samples and characterizing the geology of the
upper vadose zone. Samples will be collected from 10 test pits to a maximum depth of 7.6 m

(25 ft) using an excavator. Samples will be collected from the bucket of the excavator and will
be packaged for shipment to an offsite laboratory. At the completion of sampling, the test pit
will be backfilled and initial site conditions will be re-established. Alternatively, a hollow-stem
auger drilling with split-spoon sampling may be used instead of test pits if this technique is found
to be more cost effective. Other activities include work zone setup, mobilization/demobilization
of equipment, equlpment decontamination, and field analyses. Planned field analyses include
radiological field screening.

All samples and excavated soil will be field screened for radionuclides to provide additional
characterization data, to assist in the selection of sample intervals (e.g., hot spots), to control the
work (e.g., separation of contaminated and clean spoil), and to ensure the health and safety of
workers.

5.2.2.2 Borehole Drilling and Sampling. This subtask involves drilling boreholes for the
purpose of collecting soil and sediment samples and creating a geophysical log of the borehole.
Three boreholes are planned to collect samples at a depth to the top of the groundwater table of
the 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-S-10 Ditch, and 216-S-10 Pond. One borehole is planned to collect
samples to 30.5 m (100 ft) at the 216-B-63 Trench. Samples will be collected with split-spoon
samplers and packaged for shipment to an offsite laboratory. At the completion of sampling, the
two boreholes will be abandoned and initial site conditions will be re-established. Alternatively,
the borehole may be completed as a groundwater monitoring well, if needed by the Hanford Site
groundwater monitoring program. Other activities include work zone setup,
mobilization/demobilization of equipment, equipment decontamination, and field analyses
Planned field analyses include radiological field screening and geophysical logging.
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All samples and drill cuttings will be field screened for radionuclides to provide additional
characterization data, to assist in the selection of sample intervals (e.g., hot spots), to assist in
establishing radiation control measures, and for worker health and safety. Monitoring of volatile
organic compounds may be also performed at the borehole casing for worker health and safety.

Geophysical logging will be used to gather in situ radiological, water saturation, and physical
data from boreholes and from several existing wells. Spectral gamma-ray logging will be
performed on planned boreholes and is proposed at two existing wells near 216-5-10 Pond and
Ditch (299-W26-6 and 699-32-77) to assess the distribution and type of gamma-emitting
radionuclides, and neutron logging will be performed for saturation distribution over the
borehole or well interval.

5.2.2.3 Preparation of Field Reports. At the completion of the field investigation, a field
report will be prepared to summarize the activities performed and the information collected in
the field. The report will include survey data for test pit and borehole locations, the number and
types of samples collected and associated Hanford Environmental Information System database
numbers, inventory of IDW waste containers, geological logs, field screening results and
geophysical logging results. .

5.2.3 Management of Investigation-Derived Waste

Waste generated during the RI will be managed in accordance with a waste control plan.
Appendix E of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) provides general waste management
processes and requirements for the IDW and forms the basis for activity-specific waste control
plans. A waste control plan is provided in Appendix C that addresses the handling, storage, and
disposal of IDW generated during the RI phase. Furthermore, the plan identifies governing
Environmental Restoration Contractor (ERC) procedures and discusses the types of waste
expected to be generated, the waste designation process, and the final disposal location. The
IDW management task begins at the start of the field investigation, when IDW is first generated,
through waste designation and disposal. To support waste designation and disposal
requirements, the soil samples collected will be analyzed for antimony and thallium, which are
considered underlying hazardous constituents.

5.2.4 Laboratory Analysis and Data Validation

Soil and sediment samples collected via test pits and boreholes will be analyzed for a
comprehensive suite of radionuctides and chemicals and for select physical properties based on
established DQOs and as defined in the SAP (Appendix B). The list of analytes, methods, and
associated target detection limits are provided in Tables A2-1 and A2-2 of the SAP

(Appendix B). This task includes the laboratory analysis of samples, the compilation of
laboratory results in data packages, and the validation of a representative number of laboratory
data packages. '

5.2.5 Remedial Investigation Report

This section summarizes data evaluation and interpretation subtasks leading to the production of
a Rl report. The primary activities include a data quality assessment (DQA); evaluating the

5.5
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nature, extent, and concentration of contaminants based on sampling results; assessing
contaminant fate and transport; refining the site conceptual models; and evaluating risks through
a gualitative risk assessment (QRA). These activities will be performed as part of the RI report
preparation task.

5.2.5.1 Data Quality Assessment. A DQA will be performed on the analytical data to
determine if the data are the right type, quality, and quantity to support the intended use. The
DQA completes the data life cycle of planning, implementation, and assessment that began with
the DQO process. In this task the data will be examined to determine if they meet the analytical
quality criteria outlined in the DQO and to determine if the data are adequate to evaluate the
decision rules in the DQO.

5.2.5.2 Data Evaluation and Conceptual Mode} Refinement. This task will include
evaluating the information collected during the investigation. The chemical and radiclogical
data obtained from the test pits and boreholes will be compiled, tabulated, and statistically
evaluated to gain as much information as possible to satisfy the data needs. Data evaluation
tasks may include the following:

. Graphically evaluating the data for vertical distribution of contamination within each test
pit and borehole. ‘

. Stratifying the data and computing basic statistical parameters such as mean and standard
deviation for individual levels. This will provide an indication of lateral and vertical
contaminant distribution.

. Constructing contour diagrams and variograms to evaluate spatial correlations within

each stratum, which will indicate if contamination is concentrated in a particular area
(e.g., near the influent end for the units, or at the head end of the ditches).

. Performing statistical tests on the data to evaluate the presence or absence of
contamination. There are many facets to this step, including determining data
distribution and selecting the appropriate statistical tests. The initia) screening for
contamination should evaluate the data with respect to background by using simple
comparisons of an upper bound of the data to background concentrations (e.g., MTCA
tests) or more complex comparisons such as nonparametric hypothesis tests (e.g.,
Wilcoxon Rank Sum Test). These tests may also compare the data to appropriate cleanup
levels.

All of these statistical evaluations will aid in refining the conceptual model for this OU and
selecting the remedial alternative.

Data on the soil physical properties will be used to determine the sediment type, which will assist
in choosing the proper unsaturated hydraulic conductivity/moisture retention curve. Knowing
the soil type and soil moisture will allow the determination of unsaturated hydraulic
conductivity, which will be used in modeling flow and transport (see Section 5.1.5.3).
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The chemical, physical, and geophysical data will be used for correlating subsurface data, for
further refinement of the conceptual model, and as input to a QRA.

5.2.5.3 Qualitative Risk Assessment. A QRA will be prepared to evaluate risk to human
receptors from potential exposure to contaminants in accessible surface sediments and shallow
subsurface soils. The QRA will also evaluate the impact to groundwater that may result from

contaminants migrating to the water table through the vadose zone underlying wastes sites in the
200-CS-1 OU.

The computer program, RESRAD, will be used to model radionuclide dose and impact to the
groundwater from chemicals and radionuclides. The chemical and physical characterization data
obtained in this study will be used in the RESRAD modeling, as well as input parameters
appropriate for the land use. As waste sites within the 200-CS-1 OU are both inside and outside
the 200 Areas boundary, separate QRAs will be performed for both commercial/industrial and
rural-residential land use. The input parameters recommended by the Washington State
Department of Health (WDOH 1997) will be used for this effort. Section 5.5 of the
Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) contains additional information on the application of the
risk assessment process to the OU.

53  FEASIBILITY STUDY AND RCRA TSD UNIT CLOSURE PLAN

After the RI is complete, remedial alternatives/closure strategies will be developed and evaluated .
against performance standards and evaluation criteria in the FS and appended RCRA TSD unit
closure plans. The FS process consists of several steps:

1. Defining RAO and RCRA closure and RCRA corrective action performance standards.
2. Identifying general response actions (GRAs) to satisfy RAOs.
3. Identifying potential technologies and process options associated with each GRA.

4. Screening process options to select a representative process for each type of technology
based on their effectiveness, implementability, and cost.

5. Assembling viable technologies or process options into alternatives representing a range
of treatment and containment plus no action.

6. Evaluating alternatives and presenting information needed to support remedy selection
and RCRA closure of the unit as a landfill or under modified or clean closure pursuant to
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Condition ILK.

Appendix D of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999) identifies the following remedial action
alternatives as potentially applicable to the 200-CS-1 OU:

. Engineered surface barriers with or without vertical barriers
. Excavation and disposal with or without soil treatment
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. In situ grouting or stabilization
. In situ vitrification

. Monitored natural attenuation.

Engineered surface barriers with or without vertical barriers could be used on sites where -
contaminants may be leached or mobilized by the infiliration of precipitation or if surface/near-
surface contarmnination exists. However, the cost to construct a surface barrier over a very long,
narrow area of contamination (as is the case with the 216-A-29 Ditch and the 216-S-10 Ditch), as
well as the unlikely potential for very low levels of deep contaminants to exist, may likely
preclude applicability of this alternative. The 216-B-63 Trench is also relatively long and
narrow; however, surface barriers should be retained for this unit because of its close proximity
with other contaminated waste sites (e.g., 216-B-2-2 Ditch) where construction of an aggregate
surface barrier may be cost effective.

Excavation and disposal with or without soil treatment could be used at most waste sites that
contain shallow contamination including radionuclides, heavy metals, other inorganics
compounds, semi-volatile organic compounds, and volatile organic compounds. This alternative
is applicable to the 200-CS-1 OU waste sites.

In situ grouting or stabilization could be used on waste sites that contain high concentrations of
heavy metals, radionuclides, and/or other inorganic compounds. In situ grouting could also be
effective in filling voids for subsidence control. Information known about the 200-CS-1 OU
waste sites indicates that high concentrations of these COCs are not anticipated, and void spaces
are not anticipated. Therefore, this alternative will be screened out from the preliminary list of
remedial alternatives applicable to these sites.

In situ vitrification could be used at most waste sites although, like in situ grouting, this
alternative is considered to be most applicable to sites that contain high concentrations of
contamination in a small, relatively shallow-depth area. This alternative will also bé screened
out of the preliminary list of remedial alternatives applicable to these sites.

Monitored natural attenuation is considered to be applicable to most sites as a remedial
alternative to consider, primarily due to radicactive decay; however, it will rarely be considered
as a sole alternative for remediation. Typically, use of monitored natural attenuation will be
considered in combination with other remedial alternatives for the waste group.

The final list of potentially applicable remedial alternatives for the 200-CS-1 OU is as follows:

. Engineered surface barriers with or without vertical barriers (for 216-B-63 Trench and
216-S-10 Pond only)

. Excavation and disposal with or without soil treatment

o Monitored natural attenuation.
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Along with the CERCLA requirement to evaluate a no action alternative, this list of remedial
alternatives satisfies the requirements for the screening phase (Steps 1 through 6) of the FS
process unless information gathered during the remedial investigation phase conflicts with this
preliminary evaluation. The preliminary RAOs, PRGs, GRAs, and the screening level analysis
of alternatives are incorporated by reference into this work plan. As a result of the work
completed in the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999), the FS report will focus on the final
phase of the FS, which consists of refining and analyzing (in detail) a limited number of
alternatives identified in the screening phase.

During the detailed analysis each alternative will be evaluated against the following criteria:

Overall protection of human health and the environment
Compliance with ARARs

Long-term effectiveness and permanence

Reduction of toxicity, mobility or volume

Short-term effectiveness

Implementability

Cost

State acceptance.

* & & & & & » 0

One additional modifying criteria, community acceptance, will be applied following the FS at the
proposed plan and ROD phase.

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) values will also be evaluated as part of
DOE’s responsibility under this authority. The NEPA values include impacts to natural, cultural,
and historical resources; socioeconomic aspects; and irreversible and irretrievable commitments
of resources.

The RCRA closure performance standards (WAC 173-303-610{2]) will also be used to evaluate
the ability of alternatives to comply with RCRA closure requirements. These standards require
the closure of TSD units in a manner that achieves the following:

. Minimizes the need for further maintenance

. Controls, minimizes, or eliminates, to the extent necessary to protect human health and
the environment, post-closure escape of dangerous waste, dangerous waste constituents,
leachate, contaminated run-off, or dangerous waste decomposition products to the
ground, surface water, groundwater, or the atmosphere

B Returns the land to the appearance and use of surrounding land areas to the degree
possible given the nature of the previous dangerous waste activity.

. In addition, RCRA corrective action performance standards (WAC 173-303-646[2]) will

be used to evaluate alternative compliance with RCRA corrective action requirements.
These standards state that corrective action must achieve the following:
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Protect human health and the environment for all releases of dangerous wastes and
dangerous constituents, including releases from all solid waste management units at the
facility

Occur regardless of the time at which waste was managed at the facility or placed in such
units, and regardless of whether such facilities or unit were intended for the management
of solid or dangerous waste

Be implémented by the owner/operator beyond the facility boundary where necessary to
protect human health and the environment.

The FS will also include supporting information needed to complete the detailed analysis and
meet regulatory integration needs, including the following:

Summarize the R1, including the nature and extent of contamination, the contaminant
distribution models, and an assessment of the risks to help establish the need for
remediation and to estimate the volume of contaminated media.

Refine the conceptual exposure pathway model to identify pathways that may need to be
addressed by remedial action.

Provide a detailed evaluation of ARARs, beginning with poténtial ARARs identified in
the Implementation Plan (Section 4.0, DOE-RL 1999).

Refine potential RAOs and PRGs identified in the Implementation Plan (Section 5.0,
DOE-RL 1999) based on the results of the RI, ARAR evaluation, and current land-use
considerations.

Refine the list of remedial alternatives, identified in the Implementation Plan
(Appendix D, DOE-RL 1999) and in this section, based on the RI.

Provide corrective action recommendations for RPPs to fulfill the requirements for a
CMS report.

Include closure plans to address RCRA TSD units in the OU as appendices. The closure
plans will incorporate, by reference, specific sections of the work plan or RI report
containing specific closure plan information. The closure plans will include closure

- performance standards, a closure strategy, general closure activities including verification

sampling, and a general post-closure plan.

Additional RCRA integration guidance for preparing a FS/closure plan is provided in Section 2.4
of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999).
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5.4 PROPOSED PLAN AND PROPOSED RCRA PERMIT MODIFICATION

The decision-making process for the 200-CS-1 OU will be based on the use of a proposed plan,
ROD, and modification to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit. Following the completion of the
FS/closure plan, a proposed plan will be prepared that identifies the preferred remedial
alternative for the QU (which will include RCRA closure and corrective action requirements). In
addition to identifying the preferred alternative, the proposed plan will also serve the following

purposes:

. Provide a summary of the completed RI/FS.

. Provide criteria by which analogous waste sites within the OU not previously
characterized will be evaluated after the ROD to confirm that the contaminant
distribution model for the site is consistent with the preferred alternative. Contingencies
10 move a waste site to a more appropriate waste group will also be developed.

. Identify performance standards and ARARSs applicable to the OU.

The proposed plan will also include a draft permit modification with unit-specific permit
conditions for RPPs and the RCRA TSD unit for incorporation into the Hanford Facility RCRA
Permit. After the public review process is complete, Ecology (as the lead regulatory agency)
will make a final decision on the remedial action to be taken, which is documented in a ROD.
The Hanford Facility RCRA Permit will subsequently be modified by Ecology to incorporate the
ROD (and subsequent amendments) by reference, authorizing the RCRA actions.

55 POST-RECORD OF DECISION ACTIVITIES

After the ROD and modification to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit have been issued, a
remedial design report (RDR) and remedial action work plan (RAWP) will be prepared to detail
the scope of the remedial action (which will include RCRA closure and corrective action
requirements). As part of this activity, DQOs will be established and SAPs will be prepared to
direct confirmatory and verification sampling and analysis efforts. Prior to the beginning
remediation, confirmation sampling will be performed to ensure that sufficient characterization
data are available to confirm that the selected remedy is appropriate for all waste sites within the
OU, to collect data necessary for the remedial design, and to support future risk assessments, if
needed. Verification sampling will be performed after the remedial action is complete to
determine if ROD requirements have been met and if the remedy was effective. Additional
guidance for confirmatory and verification sampling is provided in Section 6.2 of the
Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999).

The RDR/RAWP will include an integrated schedule of remediation activities for the OU,
including the schedule for RCRA TSD unit closure, and will satisfy the requirements for a RPP
corrective measures implementation work plan and corrective measure design report. Following
the completion of the remediation effort, closeout activities will be performed as specified in the
ROD, RDR/RAWP, and the Permit.
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The RCRA closure activities and schedules will be defined in the closure plan and will be
consistent with those identified in the RDR/RAWP. Enforceable sections of the closure plan will
be stated in the modification to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit. Certification of closure in
accordance with WAC 173-303-610(6) will be performed after completion of cleanup actions.
The site will be restored as appropriate for future land use. If clean closure is not attained at a
TSD unit, post-closure care requirements will be met. These requirements will include final
status groundwater monitoring, maintenance and monitoring of institutional controls and/or
surface barriers, and certification of post-closure at the completion of the post-closure period.
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6.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

The schedule for activities discussed in this work plan is shown in Figure 6-1. This schedule will
serve as the baseline for the work planning process and will be used to measure the progress of
implementing this process. The schedule for preparation, review, and issuance of the RI Report
and FS/Closure Plan is also shown in Figure 6-1. The schedule concludes with the preparation
of a ROD. Modification of the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit will occur after issuance of the
ROD, during Ecology’s annual modification process.

The portions of the schedule most germane to this work plan (Appendix C) and the SAP
(Appendix B) are FY 1999 through FY 2000. One Tri-Party Agreement milestone that is
associated with this project involves completing Draft A of the work plan by August 31, 1999,
for transmittal to the regulators (Milestone M-13-21). Other important events on the schedule
are estimated to occur as follows: '

. Excavate, sample, and analyze nine test pits — February 4, 2000, through June 7, 2000

. Dﬁll, sample, and analy-ze four boreholes — March 28, 2000, through September 12, 2000
. Submit RI report draft to regulatory agencies — April 11, 2001

. Submit FS/closure plan draft to regulatory agencies — November 26, 20.01

* Proposed plan/draft permit condition process — December 28, 2001, through
August 29, 2002

. ROD process — August 30, 2002, through March 3, 2003.

The following activities and estimated completion dates will be proposed as Tri-Party Agreement
milestones:

Complete field activities — August 2, 2000

Submit Draft A Rl report for regulatory review — May 31, 2001

Submit Draft A FS/closure plan for regulator review — January 17, 2002

Submit Draft A proposed plan/permit modification for regulator review — May 28, 2002.

A Class II change form will be submitted to Ecology and EPA, requesting that these items be
added as interim milestones in the Tri-Party Agreement.

6-1
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Figure 6-1. Project Schedule for the 200-CS-1 Operable Unit.
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Please pont ortypo m the unshaded arsas only
ifil-in areas are spaced for slite type, i.e.. 12 charactassinchl.

. FORM

DANGERQUS WASTE PERMIT APPLICATION

1

1. EPA/STATE LD NUMBER

HwialzTeleToletnlaleiz

‘FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

“APPLICATION | DATE cheweo MEN
APPROVED COMMENTS

Imo ge z‘ r

Il. FIRST OR REVISED APPLICATION

Place an “X° in the apprepriate box in A or B below imark cne box only) to indicst

¢ whather this
application, H this i your first apphcation snd you aire krow your tacility’s’ EPA/STATE L
Lo Nmib-rmmrabo d

is the fimt b
D Number orifﬂmuammod appl

ing for your tacility or a revis.
leatian. entar your tacility's EPA 'S?AT‘

A. FIRST APPLICATION (piace an *X* beiow end provide the sppropriste datel

[0 1. EX1STING FACILITY (Sow instructions for of “ * facithy.
Compiece iterm below.)

[0 2. NEW FACILITY (Compiate izom salow;

MO, DAY MO,

FOR EXSSTNG FACILITIES. PROVIDE. THE DATE fme.,
OPERATY

vr_] FOR NEW FACIITES.

Sehubnin

ON BEGAN OR THE DATE CONSTRUCTION CO
fuse the boxes to the left)

o

Y8,
L1 [3le

PROVIDE THE DATE,
imo,, day, PERA-
TION BEGAN OR 18

I

EXPECTED TO BEGIN

L
B. REVISED APPLICATION (place #n “X° bedow and compiste Section | sboval
m 1. FACILITY HAS AN INTERIM STATUS PERMIT

] 2. FAGILITY HAS & FINAL PERMIT

. PROCESSES - CODES AND CAPACITIES

A. PROCESS CODE - Entar the code fofn the kit of process codes balow thet best descnbes &
codes. I!mon!-nnmnud.d mrg\luﬂolﬂmﬂunpmmm i '3 process with

h process to be
" ne
p g its dasigrn y! the ISection m-CJ

bi used that T included in

B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY - For sach cods emered in column A enter the capacity of the process.
T 1. AMOUNT - Enter the smount.

2. gNITOF MEASURE « For sach smount entered in column BI1J, mmoudofmmmlmolmmnmcodubmmn‘

ndy the units of messtxs that are isted betow shoukd be

used at the ocurty Tcn hnes are provided for enzennn

f codes below. then descnbe the

the unit of

vhed.

PRO- APPROPRIATE UNTTS OF FRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF
CESS SURE FOR PROCESS CESS MEASLURE FOR PROCESS
PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY
Storags: Trestment
CONTAINER (barmrel, drum, etc) S01  GALLONS OR LITERS TANK TO1  GALLONS PER DAY OR
TARK 502 GALLONS OR UTERS
WASTE PILE 503 YARDS OR SURFACE IMPOQUNDMENT Y02 GALLONS PER DAY CR
CUBIC METERS L PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 504 GALLONS OR LITERS INCINERATOR. TO2 TONS[E’EROHOUPEg HOUR
Dispoual: GALLONS PER HOUR 0O
LITERS PER HOUR
INJECTION WELL DBO  GALLONS OR LITERS i
LANDFILL D81 ACRE-FEET ftha voiume thet OTHER IUu for nnvlu:tl. chemicsl, TO4  GALLONS PER DAY OR
v/ one acre 1C 2 tharmal o .olom: LITERS PER DAY
th of one faot) pfocnm ou:umnq oy unlu
HECTARE-METE! surfm mpoundmcnu or mm
LAND APPLICATION DB2 ACRES OR HECTARES
QCEAN DISPOSAL [+1-%1 GALLONS P%F;DAY OR tht lpneo provided: Socnon HE-CJ
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT D54 GAI.I.ONS OR LITERS

UNIT OF
MEASURE
UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE QDE
GALLONS . . .. PER DAY .....
LITERS. ..... TONS PER H .
CUBIC YARDS TONS PER HOUR .
CUBIC METERS . ..... GALLONS PER HOUR
GALLONS PER DAY , .. HO
EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING SEC‘HON Ill fshown in line numbers X-1 and X2 bejowl: A facility has two tanks, one 1ank can
hald 200 gaifons and the other can 400 gallons. The facility aled hes an incmerator that can bum up gaiions per ho__m-_.
8. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY
niA. PRO- FOR NiA. PRO- FOR
L Ui CESS 2 UNIT] opmera (L Ul CESS 2. UNITE ~eppe),
3 S50, 1. AsiounT Sea| O |f ) cob 1., AMOUNT S| OTS
€ E| sdover | fapecityl fi —OMLY 1e¢ipnove) NP - MNP N L
R code! R coddel
x-118]0t2 s00 G
x2|rlel2 20 E
1 iD|8]4 6,000,000 G 7
2 |Tlo|4 6,000,000 U 8
3 9
4 1o
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v, DESCRIPTION OF DANGEROUS WASTES Icontnued)
€. USE THIS SPACE TO LIST ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM SECTION Di1) ON PAGE 3,

The 216-A-29 Ditch received corrosive waste {D002) from the PUREX Plant. The
discharges consisted of acidic and caustic backwashes from the regeneration of
demineralizer columns in the PUREX Plant. The ditch also received spills from
the PUREX Plant. The dangerous waste consists of toxicity characteristic

waste (D006), acutely dangerous discarded chemical products (UI133), and state-
only waste (WT02).

V. FACILITY DRAWING —
AT sxisting faciities must include in the space provided on page 5 a 1cale drawing of the faciiity [see nstructions for more tetad).
VI. PHOTOGRAPHS

ﬂ .:r:':'ung 1anlmos'm'utl include pmmgupm {aarial uoe' gffund—ievdfw d'.':':'um all sxisting stn. - o nd disposal areas: and
Vil FACILITY GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION This infermation 1S provided on the attached drawmgs and photos.
LATITUDE fdfeq min ) LON Fulal) ney!

Vill. FACILITY OWNER

EA. i the facifity owner is siso the facility operator as listad in Section Vil en Form 1, 'Glmrdmmh'.phmm'x’hmbaxmm.intland skip to Section X
belowr,

B. If the facility owner is not the facility opetator &s listad #n Section VIl on Form 1, complote the follwing itams:

1, NA E F. OWN! PHONE N Tl no. s
L L L et L AL I L L T 1 T 1 T 1 LI
L I T S TS N ORI B | il I S DS U W S T W B | L1 Lt ! {} | |
3. S'I'RFq QRPF FOX & CITY OR TOWN
T T L Tt T L B L T T

L

F_ Is-r 6. ZIP CODE
T

IX. OWNER CERTIFICATION

inder f Iaw That } have parsonaily & mmmfm with Mmfommnwmmdandw-umw documaents, snd that based on my 3
ucudfvm n'; MW :ds wsmmﬁ liatedy 1 m&: for obtaining the informaton, 1 that the A, is'true, nd I am aware that
are 3ignificant p L tha poxsibility of fine end i 2. .
A— et - T
RAWE ipnnt or tybel SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED

Iohn D. Magoner, Manager
1.5, Department of Energy

tichtand Operations Office

X, OPEAATOR CERTIFICATION

certify yndaf puulry of Iow that / hm personuty ?rumned md am fanviiar with the ml'ormug’n .su.brmmed in m and dl amcbcd dﬂcummt: g that ba.ua‘ on

my
IqUry of those mfwm.m, } balkeve th. ol I am awse lhlf
horn are significant p ez for g Faize i passidakty of Hing snd imprisoniment.
NAME iprint or typs! SIGHATLI!E BATE SIGNED
SEE ATTACHMENT
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X. OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

] certify under penalty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar
with the information submitted in this and all attached documents, and that
based on my inguiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining
the information, I believe that the submitted information is true, accurate,
and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting
false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

Owner /Operator ate
John D. Wagoner, Manager

U.S. Department of Energy

Richland Operations office
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fll. PROCESSES teontinued)

C. SPACE FOR ACDITIONAL PROCESS CODES OR FOR DESCRIBING CTHER PROCESS teade “TR4™H. FOR EACH PROCESS ENTERED HERE INCLUDE DESIGN CAPACEH®

J04, D84

The 216-A-29 Ditch received nonregulated process and cooling water from the
Plutonium-Uranium Extraction (PUREX) Plant, and also received corrosive
dangerous waste from regeneration of demineralizer columns in the PUREX Plant.
The ditch also received spills from the PUREX Plant. Treatment of this waste
occurred by the successive addition of acidic and caustic waste, which served
to neutralize the waste in the ditch. Any acidic and caustic waste that did
reach the soil were subsequently neutralized by the calcareous nature of the
soil. Approximately 6,000,000 gallons (22,712,400 liters) a day of waste flow
reached the ditch. Neo accurate records are available concerning the total
volume of waste treated in this unit. The 216-A-29 Ditch has not received
dangerous waste since February 1986 and will be-closed under interim status.
The process design capacity for this unit reflects the maximum volume of waste
discharged to the unit daily rather than the physical design capacity.

W, DESCRIP“ON OF DANGEROUS WASTES

A,

DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - Enter the tour digit number trom Chapter 173-303 WAC for « uch Hnted dangomua waste you will handie. If you handie
dangeroys wartes which are not listed in Chapter 173-303 WAC anter the four digit and/or the toxic cone
tarmanants of thoss dangerous wastes.

ATED ANNUAL QUANTITY - For each fisted waste antersd in column A ity of that waste that wil be handied on an annus basis,
53:.':‘ istic or toxic rmmlnmimn-mﬁnwmwﬂﬁmmermmﬂmwﬂhh.nglnghu:h
postais that characteristic or contaminant.

UNIT OF MEASURE - Forud\qumﬂtvmuﬂhmammmnfmmmdo. Units of maasurs which rmust ba uset and the appropriste codes
L (N
ENGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE CODE . METRIC UNIT OF MEASURE CODE
..................... P ’ KILOGRAMS ... ........000en.n. K
"l"gﬁbs ...................... T METRICTONS . ................. M

if facility records use any other unit of measure for quantity, the units of measurs must be convarted into one of the requied whitt of measure taking into account t
sppropriate density or spacific gravity of the waste.

. PROCESSES

1. PROCESS CODES:
For listed dangerous waste: For sach Ssted dangerous waste entered in enlumn A walect the codels} trom the list of codes d in § it
indicate how the waste will be stored, treated, sndicr disposed of at the 13
For norvhisted d s wastes: For each ct ing ntered in Column A, select the eodﬂsl trom the kst of procets ewel contained «
S:rm:.!ll 1o md'arg::oall the procosses um: wotl. be used m nom troat, md.lof dxlvou o1 ali the non-histed that p that or
toxic contaminant
Note: Four spaces are provided for entering process codes. If moru aro hesded: (1) Enter the first three s described above: (2} Enter “000" in the axtreme righ
box of tem IV-Dr1); and {3} Enter wn the wﬂw. pravided on page 4, the kne number and the additonal codel).

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: If 3 code is not listed for a process that will be used. describe the process in the space provided on the form.

NOTE. DARGERQOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - Dangerous wastes that can be described by more than one Was-
umbar shall be described on the form as fo

1. s-hﬂmefmonngomm\hhmnmm-mritmmA Ondwcmmuumplubmhmma €, and O by estimating the total annual quasntits
the waste and 2 the p to be wsed to trest, store, andior disposs of the waste

2. InwlunnAelunm!!lmoumnhomrmewsz.NmMunbthodumbcﬂnwma lnmhannmzlonmnhmemr included wit
above™ and make no other shinies of that tine.

3. Rapaat step 2 for each other Dangerous Waste Number that can be used to desciide the dangemus waste,

ETIN N v mb, A , X-3, and X-4 below] - A tacility will treat and di of an 500
E}%anmprtm Eﬁvscsrct:!\?mo ':;hawnmlmonu mx’ XZ tdﬂywﬂimaanddllpﬂuo‘lm noredisted wastes. Two wlmsm:orrp:sr\
gn!ynmmonma‘boanammnodz pwidumvwof..d‘lvunc Th-emwwamueomm-lﬂﬂw le and thers will ba an sttimated 100 pounds per

of that warta, Tr-mntmuboncnmmrmrmcunwwﬂbcnawfm
b PROCESSES .
L ftrou Sh‘féf
Npakt 8. ESTIMATED ANNUAL -
o O|WASTE NO. QUANTITY OF WASTE FuRE 1. PROCESS CODES % TROCESS DESCRIPTION,
E | anter coae! codel . fenter) f aeodeunounwodnor )
1
x1|xlo|s]4 200 el [rletalolalel VT |1
T 1
x2{oiolofz 400 el 1rlotalolale) V!
T
xalolole]s T el TrTolslolela] ' 1 !
It 1 UL R . ,
x«|p|ojelz r'o'ajo' s e inchided with above
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Canvnued tram page 2.
NOTE: Photocopy Inis page defore comoistng if you Adve more than 26 wastes to kit
LD, NUMAER /entered from pege T}

[M[a[7[e]e]ofo]o]s o ]{7]

V. DESCRIPTION OF DANGEROUS WASTES icontinued)

0. PROCESSES
L nbancrous 5 ”..ﬁn
| 8. ESTIMATED ANNUAL .
.m.ms_...m._.m L QUANTITY GF WASTE w..‘xm-m‘ 1. PROCESS CGDES 2. PROCESS DESCRIFTION
lonter codel cooe! [orrtar! i & code is net entered in Dr1))
_ 3,300,000, 000 REEVIE™ I BB s .
Di0j0;2 3V TNV P o% DB4 . Neutraiization/Percolation
TTV I
2 1D10]0i6 as
T 1B i | I
3 lwf1]343 310 Y
LY AL B )
4 WT(012 50,000 \iIB Y Included With Above
[ 1B L i1
£
LI 1} |3) I
L3
T T T T T T 17
*7
L I L R L
L]
L 20 L L L O L
9
T T T TV 7T1
10
L L L P
1"
11 1 L} 1L
12
11 T | ) |
13
I O L N L
14
[ i1 ] |9}
11
1 1 L LI
1a
| 25 N I N D R |
117
LIl T i i |
.
S N T T T A
1%
T T TT |17 T
20
I L
21
S L L L
22 —] —_—
™1 T T 1 T 177711 =
23
1 13 L B LA
24
| L T |l LI
%
o _ T T T T (VI T1
ECL30 . 27t - ECY 030:3T Foern 3 rAGE 3 OoF s

CONTINUE ON REVERSE
fontar A%, “B*, "C", stc. beivind the “3° 10 xientify phote copied pepasi

Al-9
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PART A PERMIT APPLICATION
FOR
116-B-63 TRENCH.
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— 1. EPAJSTATE LD, NUMBER T

DANGEROUS WASTE PERMIT APPLICATION a3 fe]a]e[elole[3]517}

FOR QFFICIAL USE ONLY

e
ICATION | DATE RECEWVED
A:slﬁﬂoVED {mo. 08y & vr. COMMENTS

BpgREEAN - .

. FIRST OR REVISED APPLICATICN

Pue. #n “X* in the sppropiiste bex in A or B below (mark ons box o lewte whathas thla e the fiat
l Ph;.m gtst:- HY yol\.lrbf:ﬂ spphication and you siresdy know your octlhv‘l EPAJSTATE LD. Numbar, or H :m ks mdud lwucama. -nury‘:ufr'f ,'E',',f,'s"{.ﬁ
L0, Humber clion | above.

A, 7 FIRST APPLICATION (plce an “X" bdowand’pmw‘d‘. the sppropriete datel

0. exXisTING FACIITY iSen & strvetians for o ’ tinttion of o fecliy, © [0 2. NEW FACIITY [Compiete itam below}
wo. | loay ) | YR_1*Fop EXISTING FACIUTIES, PROVIDE YHE DATE (o, day. dyrt) - gay] Lyn_) FOR NEW FACILTIES,
0131 [212] [4]3| oreimion pecan SR THE DATE CONSTRUCTION CoKAENEED . PROVIDE THEDATE, |
fu:*ghodbaxn 10 tha lafz) 1 the Hanterd F TIDl'J' Bg AN%']R % )
o date [ of t acility corrumneud. EXPECTED TO AFQ
B. REVISED APPLICATION {piece an °X* halow snd compiate Section | above] T

[X] 1. FAGIITY HAS AN INTERIM STATUS PERMIT [ 2. FACILITY HAS A FINAL PERMIT

1L PROCESSES - CODES AND CAPACITIES N
A. PROCESS CODE - Enter tha code Trom the st ot process codes. beiow that best describes aach process to be yesd st the faciBty,  Ten lnes sre provided for entoring
N [ widnd, apter the cod in ce provided, H ‘wil be ou d
::,g:‘ "W;W;‘.;.“.};n;p' ]nﬁon;zlnwm:dﬁ-u %‘. 0 , .’PI’WI!! used that b not include inwhto!eodubohw.uunduuib.m
€. PROCESS OESIGH CAPACITY = For esch code antersd in columi A entsr the capacity of the process. ..

1. AMOUNT -~ Enter the zmount,

2. UNIT OF MEASURE « For sach emount entersd in column B3 .omnrth-codofnmﬁnl‘m £ unkt L 2t deectibes
Only ths units of mnlun.ﬁn! are Rsted below oi::.ld 1 ) ° messire cod-l fous that d the unlt of maseurs uesd,

PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF : : PRO-
CESS  MEASURE FOR PROCESS CESS ﬁE’i‘é?:%"é‘éE%‘é’éB’ééi
PROCESS CODE DESIGR CAPACITY PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY
Storsge: E : Treatment:
CONTANER [barrel, drum, atc) 501 " GALLONS OR LITERS TANK . ! T G ’
Sane™ . GALLONS OF LITERS ol N ETA Y OR
WASTE PRE . 503 Blg nAR.Ds OR SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT TOo2 sAuoN’smpzn DAY OR
SUREACE TMPOUNDMENT 504 GALLONS OR LITERS INCINERATOR . Toa _r.mms:spsn toUR oR
. METRIC TONS PER K
Dipasal: -JALLON"SE“ ’E"},’&E”" OR
WIECTION WELL ‘D8O GALLONS OR LITERS LITERS
LANDFILL D81 ACRE-FEET fthe volrme thet QTHER Uns for phpsical, chamicel, T04  GALLONS PER DAY OR
o m.r::'.'r?or':m”' mmm mnnh ¢ FER DAY
LAND APPLICATION T om2 Sﬁ‘e‘s"&‘ﬁéﬁ‘%ﬁ% ) :z vearive e rces h
4 el oCeseel :
OCEAN DISPOSAL DES  GALLONS PERDAY OR the space provided; E.mm ey
. LITERS PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT DB L ; .
UNIT OF UHIT Of .
MEASURE o . MEASURE . o

URIT OF MEASURE €COE - UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE " CODE

ALLONS . . P - LITERS PERDAY . ovinsvnrennans ¥ ACREFEY ., . iieuserrssansuns
ErEns.: sssnvesiee b OUR . .\ icvaraersnnn @ NECTAREMETER 1 oesisreereee d
CUBIC YARDS . ACRE:

Sottuansnnararaattroesaas
O HECTARES 4 vvivnvnanrnerreas @

eetenary B

CUBIC METERS
GALLONS PER OAY ces
EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING SECTION N} f;hnmh e rumbers X-1 end X-2 betowl; A teciiity has two storipe tanks, one enk can

fold 200 gefions and the othas can hoks 400 gelions. The taclity aleo haa an incinorator that can bum up to 20 gelione par hour,
B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY 8. PROCESS DESIGN CAPADITY .

H|Atme ol o b Ut el 3 UNT| oty
b W reorm et 1. AMOUNT SF M- .g'NSI_EYL LB 1. AMOUNT GE yea.| OGS
£ E| ehove) fapacityl : fonter £ E) sbove tapacity} ) fencar | ONLY

A .- cooe] R cods)
x-1}sjola BOC . G [
xririets]| 20 E . e

1 [T)oj2 757,080 Iy ?

2 1D|8|4 757,080 L s

s s

4 1o
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Al. PROCESSES [continued]

C. SPACE FOR ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES OR FOAR DESCRIBING OTHER PROCESS (eods *TO4"), FOR EACH PROTESS €4

T102. D84

The 216-B-63 Trench began waste management operations in March of 1570. The
216-B-63 Trench received nonregulated process water from the B Pizst

chemical sewer. The trench also received corrosive dangerous waste from the
regeneration of demineralizer columns in B Plant. Treatment occurred by the
successive addition to the trench of acidic and caustic waste, whick served to
neutralize the waste while in the trench. Approximately 473,175 liters
{125,000 gallons) per day of total flow reached the trench. The corrasive
discharges constituted a major part of this flow. This unit has not received
dangerous waste since September 1985 and will clese. The 216-B-52 Trench was
stabilized in November 1994 and permanently isolated in December 1534. The
process design capacity reflects the maximum volume of water discharged to the
trench on a daily basis rather than the physical capacity of the unit.

| . DESCRIPTION OF DAHQEROUS WASTES

A. DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - Enter the four digit numbar trom Chapter 173-303 WAC for each hated dangecous warts you will hardis. # you handie
dangeroux wastes which ars not keted in Chagter 173-303 WAC, entar the four digit numberie] that dexcriben the eharactariztics ands2r the toxke cone

of thoss dang wastas. K . ‘
£. ESTIMATED ANHUAL QUANTITY - For sach listed wwasta sntersd In column A estimate the quantity of that wasts that will be handiss on an snrual basis.
of B h i ¢ toxle ant sntersd in coN A sati the total anhual quantity of &l the non-Rated wartalt} that will By handied which

or t
possess that characterdrtic or contaminant,

€. UNIT OF MEASURE - For sach quantity snterud in columa B enter ths unit of maasure codse. Unite of measuce which must bs used and the appropiate codes
L H
' EMGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE CODE METRIC UNTT OF MEASIURE CQOE
..................... 4 KILOGRAMS . ..., ' .. ..cuv. K
.......... T METRICTONS. ..iiiiviannann. M

H.lae&"ly recordd uis sny othar unkt of Maasure for quantity, the units of measure rust be converted o ane of the raquim d uAlt: 01 measiife taking inte sesaunt the
appropriats density or specific geavity of the waste. :

0. PROCESSES
1. PROCESS CODES:

For Beted dengarous waste: For each linted dangerous waste antersd In column A selact the codeis} from the Rat of procass codes cantainad in Ssctian il to'
indicats how the warts will be stored, Taatsd, andfor dispotsd of at the facier.

Far nonelisted dangsrous watter: For sach charactaristlc of toxic coptaminant srtersd in Cotuman A, salact the codals) fram tho Lt of pracess codes contained in
Saction i} to Indicato all tho processas that will be uasd to store, treat, and/or dmpo3ze of all the nomisted danperous wasios that possess that charactsriatio or

taxic contaminant,

Note: Fout spacen are provided for satering process codes, “H miore are pesded: (1) Enter the Tiest theve as described abave; (2) Enla-r *G00" i the extrame right
au'ér u‘:‘:n ;V-Dul: :ng (3} Enter in tha -pnac- provided oh pags 4, the hne numbar and the additional cods(s), ! o -

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: I a cods Ia not Huted for process that Wit be used, deacriba the PWUII.I In the space providad on the lem.

NOTE: DANGEAOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - Dangstous wastes that can be describad by more than one Wacts
Numbes shifl be dascribed en the torm as followt: -

1. Selsct onas of the Dangsrour Wasts Humbara and snter It In column A, €in the sams lina complete sokimns B, C, and § by extimating the totsl sanual quantity of
the waste and deacribing all the processes 1o be ussd 1o traat, stors, and/or dispots of the waste,

2. in cclumn A of the next Gas anter the othar Dangerous Wasts Numbar that t-m be ured to dezcriva the watts, In column TL21 or thit Rne enter “induded with
abova” and maks no othar snteiss on that éne. - .

3. Repsat step 2 for sach other Dangerove Waste Nurnber that cin bs used to describa the dangercus wasts,’

LETIN CTION TV {shown In kine numbers X-1, X-2, X-3, and X4 below) + A taciity wil vreat and disposs of an selimated SO0 pounds ber year
mnrn% tﬁ.“vsf’rfnm kE&?-E tanning and Fwi p aperats Jn addition, the IaciRTy will treat snd d 3 01 thees hon-listed waitol. Two wittas ame mm:wv:

onty and thars will bo an sstimated 200 pounds per Year of sach wasts, The ethar waste e corrosiva and jgnitable and thers will be an sstimatad 100 pounds per your-

1 of that westa, Treatment will be i an mcinsrator and disporal will ba in 2 landfil.

. PROCESSES
H DARGERD B, ESTIMATED ANNUAL -
N OfWASTE HO. QUANTITY OF WASTE foater 1, PROCESS CODES . 2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION
IE | tenter codel . cods] funrer] 1’ code Is not eotered in DITH
xtlxlols|4 900 el TrieTajolelef ' 1 {1}
I 11 1L [ L
xz2}pjoiol2 400 el [r'elalo’s'e
i
xalole|olr 100 el [rTelalotate] T 1 ]!
It i1 L LR
x4tojotol 2 . T o3 80 included with sbeve
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RUMBEN (enteied from pige 1 g .
w[af?foTeJofo]ojnlrl0]7]
4. DESCIUPTION OF DANGENOUS WASTES {gontlnued]
D. POCCSSES
zo>z%«..=oL mwmmm
. ESTIMATE A ¥
OfWASTE KO, B A Ok e qune 1. PROCESS CODES 2, POCESS DESCIIPTION
lenter code) code) . dentav} {if & code Js aot antaced b0 DI}
. N MEENEEREEILNER .
Di0jo| 2 68,038,856 K [02 wmw - Surface Impoundment(Neutralization
. i il .
2 . JSurface Impoundment (Percolation)
Il LI} 11 11
u — PO A I~ - S—
BRI [ 1L [N -
‘ - L -
TT T T T[T 71
s
T T T 17 (T 1T {711
[ ] i N P - R A
. LI .H 1 LI ]
[ i il 71
u .
TT T v T I T 1
] .,
T 1T T {7 T [T1
10 -
| [IR] | ! i1
O T I L L L
12
| I L I L L L
1 . 1.
TV I T T FIT VT d
" ,
i LI L LR LI
15
- S Y L L
10
I U L B
1”7
| L I L I ML
10 . : . ) .
” I L VLI LA
1% .
S S A T Y Y O
20
L LI 1) 9L
a1y 7YY+ v+ v .
14 [} Pl 1]
n
LI i [ ) | 3]
23
T T T T T T [T T T¢
T
bt i [} T 1
ﬂ .
TT{ T T [T T {11
i |
ECL30«27%- ECY 031 Fym 3 FAGE D OF g CONTINUE ON REVENSE

fenter “A%, I, 20, atc. bahind the *3* Co identily miate copicd paprs)
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IV, DESCAPTION OF DANGEROUS WASTES [eomtined)

[N O e
E. UUSE THIS SPACE 1O LEST ADDITIONAL PROCESS GODES FRON SEGTION Dii] ON PAGE 3,

The 216-B-63 Trench received d1scharges of cerrosive dangerous waste (D002)
from B Plant. These discharges consisted of acidic and caustic backwashes
from the regeneration of demineralizer columns in B Plant. Approximziely

68,038,856 Kilograms (150,000,000 pounds} of waste was managed in the trench
on an annual basis.

V. FACLITY DRAWMG Relerto attached drawing(s).

Al gxisting Tackites must insiuds In tha sp o provided on page © & scele drewing 9 the hulhy teas Iabuetons for mota dotsll).
. PRHOTCOAAPHS fitlot to sttached photographis),
;\: onﬂ?ﬂ' Tacihet Pust Insiuds phelagraphe Jawial a7 ground-lrvel) that s sty delreats ¥l sxivting

axisting aterige, snd dieposs! srsas; and
futurs storage, trastment or disposil ess fewe matrwetiony fer purs debsi].
A1, FAGIUTY OEOGRAPNIC LOCATION  This Injcrmation i3 provided on the atached drawingis) and photographis ). ]
eeoadi) L |

T

Vi, FACILITY OWHER

—Fr T

@A. ) the faciity ewner le aiso the lachity oparstor a3 Beted in Section VH on Ferm 1, “Garurdl information’, place an X n the bex to the laft and akip to Section X

B. It the_{asiity swnar is not the facliiy syetator as Bned In s}mw on Fotm 1, semplets tha Tollewing Rema:

—ta N A A z
! et O T L B O L O L D L L |
Ilr'!l'llll!ll!i!l‘l!ll_{l]_||lll! d
I N 7TV XN T o oy |
L 1T T l‘lirjill
oy oy v 9 % bt 4 ¢ ¢+ 1 1 1 .t 1 1 1 %t 1 1 L!!_!tllI_L!_l_!!II.l

. OWHER CERTIFICATION

Luwrgy.‘;vdgr penaliy ol‘w have pwuuh}r oxy
are aignliicant
HAME fovint o typel

Jehn 9. Wagoner, Nanager
.5, Uepartment of Energy

-d ond m Tarmiler \ wf:h D\. wm-m wbmhw(ln whis -nl of sitechad desuments, and thet boowd en my
she sikmittadd inf tho.mrv,ulnw& 1 am sweie thit
mmfuubmhm; foize h{mm nm mMnr ot fin l md‘ K

%M

DA7I GNED

tichtand Operations Office
X. OPERATOR CERTWICATION o
wordlf, hatlh o) wsiad aad| Tarnilar with the inferrnation hmm‘dam.ddmmmu and D02 based "
B e vl bradietely remanaii fy fot e b Jf vforme o, | hoirve et he Juhmited i o y il
nm”ﬂgm!'kmf Ioas for submiting falve int 7 o' pazshlity of fine nlm.
NAME (print o typal m'ﬂm GATE SIGNED
SEE ATTACKMENT

A2-6
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X. OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

1 certify under penalty of Taw that I have personally examined and am .
familiar with the information submitted in this and all attached documents,
and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible < .
for obtaining the information, I believe that the submitted informationis.
true, accurate, .and compliete.” 1 am aware that there are significant
pena1t1es for submitting faise 1nformat1on, inciuding the possibility of.
fine and imprisonment.

Alules

Date

Owner /AJperator
. Wagoner, Manage

4725@ )
te )

President and Chief Executive Officer
- Fluor Daniel Hanford, Inc.

A2-7
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| 216-B-63 Trench Site Plan

é ' l11oarse” : 200 East Area Perimeter Fence )
P — e % > 55 % )
A | ~ 218-E-12B Burial Ground
3 § 5. . 14
" Pipe . |1}
Ty o
J 3 | g
$ =
g 3]
- T e warar|
/- 216-B-63 Trench - i -
/ Retention ' : . '
Basin
s[i . .
i TSD Unit Boundary consists of Ditch 216-8-2-3 1
& exlsting site markers and 15-In. pipe 200W 2008
g extending 1o 207-B Retention Basin
[ ]
& : : 216-11-63
0 700 1400 Feet Trench
A I 4128 M < I
= _ 0 214 elers Sit e/\ﬁv

H9502037.2

V ¥eIQg |
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216-B-63 TRENCH

95020800-6CH

(PHOTO TAXER 1995)

*33'46"
150

46
118731
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PART A PERMIT APPLICATION
FOR
216-S-10 POND AND DITCH.
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Please pnnt or type in the unshodad arees only
[ilin aroas are spaced for eiite type. r.&., 12 characteriinchl.

FORM - 11 EPAISTATE ILD NUMBER
DANGEROUS WASTE PERMIT APPLICATION [Wial71s13 o o]ole 375

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
APPLICATION | DATE RECEIVED
APPRI

OVED fma. day, 31 wr.J COMMENTS

1. FIRST OR REVISED APPLICATION
Placa an “X" in the appropriate box in A o B below imark one box only) to indicate whather this is the finrt application you Mo submitting for your facility or 4 re
-Eplﬁaﬁon. 1 this o vour M:: application #nd you siready know your taciity’'s EPA/STATE LD. Numbar. or it t?'us s » revised apphcation, enter vour tacility's EPA STAT
umber in Section | .

A, FIRST APPLICATION /plecs an "X" Mwmpmw’do the appropriate date)

(01, exisTING FACUITY (Sew instructions for detinition of “existing” feciey. [T 2. NEW eACILITY rComptato iram hetow:
mo. ] DAY ] Y& | FOR EXISTING FACIITIES, PROVIDE THE DATE /me.. da MO AY L LYR. HGE »
0 5 o 1 5 2 OPERATION BEGAN OR THE DATE CONSTRUCTION CDJMEP!&D P;gwg,s‘,’zsyg'“ggsag.
iuse the boxes to the left] TION BEGAN OR IS
EXPECTED TO BEGIN
B REVISED APPLICATION (pMca 87 "X~ baiow 8nd compiis Section | #0ovel

[X] 1. FACILITY HAS AN INTERIM STATUS PERMIT ] 2. FAGLITY HAS A FINAL PERMIT

. Hl. PAOCESSES - CODES AND CAPACITIES

A, PROCESS CODE - Emrmmhomﬂuktofmum below that best describes cach process 10 ba uted 1 the y facikty. Ten kinex are provided for entenng
codes, 1 more lines aro nesded. entet the codeis] in the tpace provided. 1 a process will be used that is nctmcludod in the kst of codes below, then descnbe the
P g i3 design capacity) i the spacs provided on the (Section Hi-Cl

B, PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY - For each code sntemed in column A enter the capacity of the process.
1. AMOUNT - Enter tha amount.

2. UNIT OF MEASURE - Foroachlmum-nm'dnoohxnnBHJ.mhm.mmmofmﬁmmmmmmmwolm“wm
Only the units of messurs that are kated balow should be used, ..

PRO- ' APPROPRIATE UNITS OF . PRO- APPROPRIATE UNITS OF
CESS MEASURE FOR PRO CESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS
PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY PROCESS CODE DESIGN CAPACITY
Storage: Traatment: .
CONTAM| b, d . atel S0 GALLONS OR LITERS TANK TO1 GA
H ER (arrel, drom 502 GALLONS OR LITERS eréé'\gNs *’i?“ oR
WASTE PILE 503 gﬂlg YARDS OR SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT TO2 fr?_le.thS PEDFL\D!AY OR
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT S04, GALLONS OR LITERS INCINERATOR TO3  TONS PER HOUR OR
Dmpossl GALL{IJCNS p’%ﬁ ’%’L’é"é’n“ :
H M
LITERS PER H
INJECTION WELL 080 GALLONS OR LITERS
© LANDFILL 081 ACRE-FEET ithe volume that OTHER lUu tor physical, chetical. TO4  GALLONS PER DAY OR
dmm cfwc;m mj s y m LITERS PER DAY
of one fool, mussn NOT OCEUNTING in
N O.Ra CTARE-METER guﬂ impoundments of Inciner-
LAND APPLICATION DB2 ACRES OR MECTARES Describe the proceses in
OCEAN DISPOSAL DA3  GALLONS PER DAY OR th' space provided: Section KhC.)
LITERS PER DAY
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT D84 GALLONS OR LITERS .
UNIT OF UNIT OF UNIT OF
MEASURE MEASURE MEASUR:
UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE CODE UNIT OF MEASURE [+=]
GALLONS . .. vvvuven-s Ceeiaaans GL
CUBIC YARDS . ‘X
GALLONS PER DAY U

EXAMPLE FOR COMPI.EI'TNG SECTION W fshown in fine numbels X-1 and X-2 befowl; A ha?ny hax two $10) ks, one h?nk can
par hour.

muzoogmmmamam«unnmmum The faciity sizo has ah incinarator that can bum up to g stions
. PROCESS DESKIN CAPACHTY . B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY
NiA. PRO- FOR NjA. PR FOR
L U] CESS 2. UNTT| aemeiar |U M| SESS 2. UNIT| oFpc
3 ¥, 5008, 1. Awoun Seama| e |1 Wl Soor, L Ao sean| oos
rom P o] ’
te et etow | — pecity rarer——ONCE_ _LE £ 1 sbover specty) ] , | oL
f cooe) R codel
—
x-ty8]ol2 600 G &
x2|rtel3 20 £ &
1 jDl8t4 150,000 G 7
2 8
3 9
4 o
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antinued from the front.

. PROCESSES |continued)
TSFACE FOR AODITIONAL PROGESS CODES OR FOR DESCRIBING OTHER PROCESS lcode TO4°t FOR EAGH PROCESS ENTERED HERE INCLUDE DESIGN CAPACTTY

D84

The 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch received nonregulated waste water consisting of
water tower overflow, cooling water, and rainwater. The unit was used as the
disposal site for the Chemical Engineering Laboratory between 1980 and 1983.
During that time, discharges of dangerous waste to the pond and ditch
consisted of s1mu1ated double-shell tank slurry. This waste was discharged to
the pond and ditch and allowed to percoiate into the soil columm underlying
the ynit. The unit was designed to percolate approximately 150,000 gallons,
(567,800 liters) of waste a day. The process design capacity ref!ects the
maximum volume of water discharged daily rather than the physical capacity of
the-216-5-10 Pond and Ditch. The 216-5-10 Pond has been decommissioned. The
216-5-10 Pitch last received a nonregulated waste water discharge in

October 1991. The 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch no longer receives dangerous waste
and will be closed under interim status.

/. DESCRIFTION OFf DANGEROUS WASTES

.. DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - Enter the four digit numbaer from Chapter 17‘3-303 WAC for sach ksted danoomul W wlli handb i you handle
dmmv;rummehmmhmdmm’l“?a-WWAc.mﬂn digit that d el b or tha ToXic con-

. ESMATEJANNUALQUANTITY Forndnm.dwmommlmeokonmmmqumuiﬁutwammwﬂbombdonmmu
ac minaet d n the total annual quantity otlllﬁnnm-hudwmmmnmlbohmhemdu

va-.
n mnopuusuﬁg.rugmwmmmammmmmm. Units of measure which must be used and the approptiate codes
e

ENGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE CODE METRIC UNIT OF MEASURE CODE
POUNDS . ..ocvcnnnnnasiansrns P KILOGRAMS . .« o oeevvninnncnn- K
TONS ... ioililliliiiiiii. T METRICTONS. 0. 1 0. 2000000 M

# fatiity tecotds use any other unit of measure for quantity. the unite of Measure Must be converted into one of the mauired units of mMeasure taking into account the
appropriate density or specitic gravity of the waste.

1. PROCESSES

1. PROCESS CODES:
Forhmddmgmusw-m For each listed d A seluct the codeis) from tha kst of p codes ined in 5 til 1o

indicate how the waits will be stored, treated, Mordwpmeolutfn!m
For norrlistad o 1 For sach ot d in Column A, select the codeis] trom the list of pmuu codes contained in
s-mnlllmndmanmmommmwlb-mawmn mam:ordmuu!auuumn-hmd o that that char at
XC COMmaminant.,

Note: Four sp are provided for entering process codes. H more are nesded: {1) Enter the fiest thres as described above: (2) Enter “0007 in the extreme right
bo:olnmwmu and (3) Enter in the space provided oh page 4. the kne PUMber and the additionsl codels).

2. PROCESS DESCRIETION: 1f 4 code i not Ested for 2 process that will be used. describe the process in the space provided on the form.
N : DA A D ORE THAN ONE DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - b astes that be described thi
MO’l'E. D NGElOUS\_N S?ESwESCRIg’EDBYM_ TE INGETOUS Wi can by mare than ane Waste

1. Select of tha Day Wasts Numbers and enter it in column A. On the same kne complets columne B, C. and D by estimating the total annusl quantity of
the wraste end g alt the p to be used to treat, som, mfocdnpouulhwm °

2. heo«:mAnfﬁnmnmmﬁumomeNmummboundmdnmﬂuwm In cokane DI2] on that kne snter "included with
above™ no other antries on that ine,

a. nm-nup2mcmmommwmnmmmhmdmdnmmdwwm
EXAMPLEFORCOMPLEHNGSECTIONNMwwnnmnuMX- xz.x-a wx-cmm A facility will thest and dispose of an estimated 200 pounds per yea

of chroma shaving - 1o eathef tanning and finkshing ops hmmon the facility vill treat and dispose of three e
vl there mnodZOOprl .oiuehw 'ﬁnothcrwuhwwﬂom mwmwﬂhm-mnmdtoowmﬁ-m
:?;mwm Tnmmm.wiu mfwmuh-wﬁn L. . ved
O PROCESSES:

pARGERO S MEn.

N .
8, ESTIMATED ANNUAL

g O WASTE NO. QUANTITY OF WASTE i 1. PROCESS CODES 2. PROGESS DESCRIPTION
E " |tanter coda) code) fossvar) 1if & code it not entered in DI}
xr|kle|s|« T 800 P |r'etalo’e’of ' i
x2|o|elo]2 “00 Pl Ir'olalole'o) "V} 1]
xalofele]s 100 el Ir'olslo'a'e] ' ! LR
x<|oio|eiz ' riolalo'sle] 1! i inckided with sbove
ECLA0 - 273 - ECY030-31 Form 3 PAGE20FS : CONTINUE ON PAGE 3
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antinued from the front.
. PROCESSES (continued)
SPACE FOR ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES OR FOR DESCRIBING OTHER PROCESS icede “TO4°1 FOR EACH PROCESS ENTERED HERE INCLUDE DESIGN CAPLlI™Y

D84

The 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch received nonregulated waste water consisting of
water tower overflow, cooling water, and rainwater. The unit was used as the
disposal site for the Chemical Engineering Laboratory between 1980 and 1983.
During that time, discharges of dangerous waste to the pond and ditch
consisted of simulated double-shell tank slurry. This waste was discharged to
the pond and ditch and allowed to percelate into the soil column underlying
the unit. The unit was designed to percolate approximately 150,000 gallons
(567,800 liters) of waste a day. The process design capacity reflects the
maximum volume of water discharged daily rather than the physical capacity of
the 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch. The 216-5-10 Pond has been decommissioned. The
216-5-10 Ditch Tast received a nonregulated waste water discharge in

October 1991. The 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch no longer receives dangerous waste
and will be closed under interim status.

/. DESCRIFTION OF DANGEROUS WASTES
. DANGEHDUS WASTE NUMBER - Entef the four digit number from Chapter 173—303  WAC for sach listed dangercus WaSTe You \Mll handie. !t you handie

dangerous wastes which are net lifted in Chapter 173-303 WAC, enter the four digit thatd the char and/ar the toxic coh-
tamanantt of thoss dangemous wastes. .
~ ESTIMATED ANNUAL QUANTITY - For sach listed wmo entersd in col ity of that waste that will be handied on an annual basis.
For wach dunc!.nm: or un: A i thc wu! annuai quantity of all The nonelistad wastais) that will be handled which

- UN:TOFMEASURE For-ld\qumcmMmmBmﬂnmnolmmm Unite of measure which must be used and the appropriate codec

ENGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE CODE METRIC UNIT OF MEASURE CODE
POUNDS ......... c0iverr-n - P KILOGRAMS . . ... ............. [
TONS ... iciiiiiianr e T METRICTONS. .. ... ...l ts M

It facility records use my other unit of Tcu::uu for quatmty the units of measurs mutt bo converted O one of the requited units of measure taking inte account the
P> Y or QI'IV“V of waste

.

3, PROCESSES
1. PROCESS CODES:
For listad dangerous waste: For aach listed d fumn A sefect tha code(s] from the Lst of process codes contasined 1n Saction Il to -
indicate how gfe waste wiill bo $ToMd, treated, andior dupoud of at mt tacility. :
_Fur nenisted dang tes: For aach iFtic or to: ead in Column A, stloct the codelc) trom tha list of process codes contained in
W to i atl the p that wilt b uted t0 lluru troat, andfor dnpou of all the normelisted g that p that charactenstuc o
toxic co

Note: Four spaces are pfo‘\ﬂdld for entering process codes. f more m resded: (1) Enter the fitst thres as described above: (2) Enter “000" in the extreme right
box of Rem IV-Ct1): and {3) Enter in the space provided ¢n page 4, the kne number and the additional codeis),

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: it a code is not listed for 2 process that wil be usad, describe the proCest in the space provided on the form,

NOTE: DANGEROUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBER - Dangerous wastas that can be described by more than one Waste
Numbsr shall be described on the form as follows:

1. Select one of the Dangerous Waste Numbers and snter it in column A. On the s2ame kne complete columne B, C, and D by estimating the w013l ¥nfiust quantity of
the waste and describing all the procasses to be used 10 trast, store. u\dfordﬂaouo!ﬁnwanu

2. Ineoh.lmnAofu'nno!thnemmmwommeonMunbemmdnmﬂnwm In column 042) on that line enter “included with
above* and make no othvr entries on that line

3, Repaat step 2 for each other Dangerous Waste Number that can be used 10 dazcribe the dangerous wasts.

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING SECTION [V /zhawn in line numbers X-7, X-2, X-.? a0 X-d Befowt - A tacility will trest and di of an esti 00 ds per yea
of chroma shi shnmkuﬁmwmglogw In the facikty will treat and disposs of thees non-hsted

onty and thars be an estimated 2 pow:wwuof-MWam The othaf waste is COTOEIvVE gmabhmdmwﬁbemcmnnudloomwspuyn
of that wasta. Tegatment will be in #n incinerator and disponsl will be in 3 Landtitl.

0. PROCESSES—

L tn Sk MR-

MDANGEROD .
y B, ESTIMATED ANNUAL
§ OfWASTENO. QUANTITY OF WASTE e 1. PROCESS CODES 2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION
€ * lenter code! code! {enter) 1if # code is not entered in DI1])
x-tixio|s|« 900 pl {rtelslalalo] 11 i
x2|plo|e|z 400 el |7'o'2jo'ate]| ' ! rl
x3jojojojr . 100 el 1r'olalo’alel ' ! r
x<4|ofele]z rlelslolelof T T 1 1} included with above

ECL30- 271 - ECY 030-31 Form 3 PAGE 2 OF 5 CONTINUE ON PAGE 3
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Continued irom page 2.
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Draft A

NOTE: Photccopy this pege defore complating if you heve mora than 26 wastes to list.

1.0. NUMBER fentered from page 11

w]af7[elelofofe]s]s]s]7]

-IV. DESCRIPTION OF DANGERQUS WASTES (continuad)

b. PROCESSES
L nbangERou GF HEA-
i B, ESTIMATEDT ANNUAL -
N OJWASTE NO. QUANTITY OF WASTE fuRe 1. PRDCESS CODES 2. PROCESS BESCRIFTION
E " | tanter cods? codsl fanter! tif # codp i3 NOT entered in DIl
: ] rTrrry|ii L
Di0j0j1 1,000 Pi | D84 Percolation
T [ 1
2 Ipjotoi2
B 1 1
2 |pjoio|7
T I 1L
4 [wiTjo|1 . Y
N L L )
5 WiTloj2 Y il Y Inciuded With Above
|9 1Tt [
]
I S A B
7
1 | I
8
TT T T
9
It B
10
; U N A N M A B
"
1B 11 L
12
TT T T T [T1
13
Pl 11 [
14
I T A I A
15
[ LI 19|
18 ,
[ [ [
17
L [} [
18
[ LI} [
19
LA T T
20
LI |3 Pl
21
I 1L LI
2z
[ 1 L
28
[ T I A
24
. [ 1 L
=
26 [ [ L
ECL3O- 271 -  ECY 03031 Form 3 PAGE 3 OF § CONTINUE ON REVEF

(anter “A°, "B, “C", #1¢. babind the “3* to identily photo copied peges!
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Continuad from pege 2. .
NOTE: fhotocopy Ihis pago belors completing if you have mors than 26 wastes ta Nst.

TpEODoonooon

IV. DESCRIPTION OF DANGERQLS WASTES (continued)

D. PROCESSES

A, us! c. UNIT
PANGEROY E. ESTIMATED"ANNUAL O A
. . QUANTITY OF WASTE terrtor 1. PROCESS CODES 2, PROCESS DESCRIFTION

fonter codal codel fonter! iif 8 code is not entered in DI1)

MZ~r
oz

1,000 p

ity —
—~ -

Percolation

=~ {r

A
Included With Above

w

£ |2 O Qo o
- |-l o O {©
o 1O 10 O [©

o
™~
_—
-
. ]
_—
-t

10

Ak

12

13

14

15

16

17

e

—

246

%
26 L L L L

ECLI0- 271+ ECY 030-31 Form 3 PAGE 3 oFb CONTINUE ON REVER
fonter "A%, “B", *C*, stc. behind the "3° to identify photo copied peges)
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Continued from the front.

IV. DESCRIPTION OF DANGEROUS WASTES (conunued)
E. -WSE THIS SPACE TO LIST ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM SECTION Di1) ON PAGE 3.

The 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch received one documented discharge of dangerous
waste. This discharge consisted of simulated double-shell tank slurry, which
exhibited the dangerous waste characteristics of ignitability (D001},
corrosivity (D002), characteristic waste (DO07), and toxic state-only waste
(WT01, WT02). Approximately 1,000 pounds (450 kilegrams) of dangerous waste
were discharged to the unit.

V. FACILITY DRAWING
.| Al existing facikities must include in the space provided oh page 5 & stale diavang of the facility (see instructions for more detadl.

¥l. PHOTOGRAPHS

Al:wl%;ugﬂ;m mfwgmund-fcvd)f? :‘:\;.:”‘ M enisting $tn, : SXTETING - and di ateas: and
Vil. FACILITY GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION This information s provided on the attached drawings and photos.
)

LATITUDE m.nermv.far;mu _LON X L] on

11 H

Viill, FACILITY OWNER

E.A.umfaciuwmrismmhdﬁw as listed in jon Vil on Foom 1, "General Information®, place an “X* in the box to the keft and skip to Section

B. H the facility owner it not the faciity cparator as %isted in Section Vi on Form 1, compiets the foliowing items:

1AM EACILTTY” Al OWN 2, PHONE N rgs code &
L S L L L L N L L L L L LN B Nt TR B RO RN M T T N R I |
L T S NN SN TN SN NN TN (NN Y (U N SO A N TN SN NSO N NN NN N N N S N N T SN N Y NN N I TR N N B | }

3. STREET OR .0, BOX 2, CITY OR TOWN, ‘f ST, 6, 2ZiP COD

L LR L] 1 ] L L] 1§ 11 I T I L) 1 i L i L) LI L] ] 1 ] L] ] I 1
TS W N T S N NN (NN N (N W WY Y JN BN TN TS S S | | I S T S T | I Y R N | L1

1X. OWNER CERTIFICATION

unddmdwa!hw mnl nm persondly sxmmodm o famib-r wm& the informatioh Submitted in this and ail artechad documents, aid that based on iny
ha-5 Ay, mdmformooonk Tue, aCourste. and complete. |am swae T,

mmm.ﬁgmmt J 2 v X fuding the possibiity of fine dnd Tt -
NAME /print or typel SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED

John D. Wagoner, Manager
U.5. Department of Energy
Richland Operations Gffice
X, OPERATOR CERTIFICATION
Im%mmofhw mnlhmmond'y umm‘nnd o farméliac with the informapon submitted in this anddlcﬂocﬁtddowm::?, ard n'nrﬂ-udonmy

mmfomubon { bakeve that T aware I
Mmag:mfmz ities for sub ng faize i the possibity of fine and imprisonment.
| NAME (print or TyDe) SBNAW DATE SiIGNED
SEE ATTACHMENT
ECL30- 271 . ECY 030-31 Form 3 PAGE4 OF S CONTRIVE ON PAGE
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Draft A

Continued trom the tront.

V. DESCRIPTION QF CANGEROUS WASTES tconunued)
E. USE THIS SPACE TO LIST ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM SECTION D11 ON PAGE 3.

The 216-5-10 Pond and Ditch received one documented discharge of dangerous
waste. This discharge consisted of simulated double-shell tank slurry, which
exhibited the dangerous waste characteristics of ignitability (D001},
corrosivity (D002), characteristic waste (DOO7), and toxic state-only waste
(WTel, WT02). Approximately 1,000 pounds (450 kilograms) of dangerous waste
were discharged to the unit.

V. FACILITY DRAWING
All axizting {acilities must include in the shace provided on page 5 a scale drawing af the facility (see instrucbons for more derad).
Vi. PHOTOGRAPHS

— - —— —— r———— T - - -
AT oV e Terage, Houmers o SASVe arons 4ot Besaciore for mOre S S S e 9 SSH i ana
Vil. FACILITY GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION This information is provided on the attached Grawings and photos.

LATITUDE (o Ficlicl) ngds) LONTT‘I"UQE [det[ mr‘nuT;, & jﬁng{l
1 1 | | :

VHl. FACILITY OWNER

E.A. E t'::vfadlity ewnar it 1o the faciity operator as kisted in Section Vil on Form 1. “General Inform#tion™, place an “X" in the box to the left and skip 1o Section |
wlow.

8. I the facility owner it not tha facility operatar as ksted in Section Vil on Form 1, complate the following items:

1, _NAME PF FACHITY'S LFQA! OWNER 2. PHONE NO {eres code & n
L S L L L N L S S L AL 2 T L4 S S JE D I N N N S i M | ] T:Uj‘\jI
-

11 1 1 ] 1 1 L] L 1 L L L | R L | i ] L 1 14 L | N | 1 1 L L L 1 1 L 1 i |

1 (] ] 1 (] | ! 11 ] L I H 1 ] ] 1.l 1 L] L 1l 1 1 ] 1 ] ] 1 L] I L 1

3. _S5TR il e) 4. _CITY OR TOWN ST 6, 2IF col
T 1 T 1T ¢ 1 1 1 W LIS SN TN B T & E BN I T S N RN AR MR I R TN U A S | F I |Z!C 0
. | |

IX. OWNER CERTIFICATION
f certify under penaity of lew that | have personasily examined and am ferilisr with the information submitted in this and aif attachad documents, and that bazed on my
[(Wrg0wy of those indhndusis i distely re: b for OB g e information.-l.belitve thet the . 5 d inf 3 TUE, BCCU and 1 am aware L

Tm e significant penaltes for itong ralse i Juding the idility of fine and imprisonment. .

NAME iprint or typel SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED

John D. Wagoher, Manhager

U.S. Department of Energy

X. OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

f certify undar { law that | have perso. ined and tamiiiar with tha inl . irted] in thix and all atteched documents, and that based
T o e i aart i Tor Coreing e i g Cans Dk TR the bl Bl s e oG oA that Lased on By
thive are signilicant penaiDes for submitting faise infy . ing the poSIbAtY of fie and IMOrSONTENT.
NAME (print or typel SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED
SEE ATFACHMENT
£CL30- 271+ ECY 030-31 Form 3 PAGEA OF 5 CONTINUE ON PAGE
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X. OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

I certify under penalty of law that I have persoraliy examined and am Familiar
with the information submitted in this and all attached documents, and that
based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining
the information, I believe that the submitted information is true, accurate,
and complete. I am aware that there are significant penaities for submitting
false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

Owner/Operator Date
Jdohn D. Wagoner, Manager
U.S. Department of Energy
‘Richland Operations Office
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X. QPERATOR CERTIFICATION

I certify under penalty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar
with the information submitted in thjs and all attached documents, and that
based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining
the information, 1 believe that the submitted information is true, accurate,
and complete, I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting
false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

Owner/Uperator ate
John D. Wagoner, Manager

0.$. Department of Energy

Richland Operations Office
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216-B-63 TRENCH B

46%33°45" o . : 95020800-5CN

119%317e9" ST _ ‘ - (PKOTO TAKEN 1995)

A-14



DOE/RIL.-99-44
Draft A
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216-S-10 POND
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B1.0 INTRODUCTION

This sampling and analysis plan (SAP) directs the sampling and analysis activities that will be
performed to characterize the vadose zone at four waste sites: the 216-A-29 Ditch, the 216-B-63
Trench, the 216-S-10 Ditch, and the 216-8-10 Pond. These waste sites are part of the 200-CS-1
Chemical Sewer Operable Unit (OU) in the Hanford Site’s 200 Areas. The sampling and
analysis will be performed to provide soil/sediment data that will be used to support remedial
decision making (i.e., remedial investigation), to confirm the site conceptual contaminant
distribution model, and to support an assessment of risk for waste sites in this OU.
Characterization activities described in this plan are based on the implementation of the data
quality objective (DQO) process, as documented in the 200-CS-1 Chemical Sewer Operable Unit
DQO Process Summary Report (BHI 1999 [pending review]).

The scope of activities described in this SAP involves the excavation of 10 test pits, trenches,
and/or shallow auger boreholes and the drilling of four boreholes. Soil samples will be collected
and analyzed for radiological and chemical contaminants of concern (COCs) and select physical
properties. Boreholes will be geophysically logged to obtain additional information on the
distribution of contamination and soil moisture.

Borehole sampling at the 216-S-10 Pond will be integrated with the installation of a
downgradient Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA) interim status
groundwater monitoring well. Because this well will be located as close to the edge and
influence of the waste site as possible, it will be representative of contamination found in deep
soils and the groundwater. However, because it is not located in the pond proper, a test pit will
be located at the pond influence to obtain shallow samples.

Bl.1 BACKGROUND

The ditches, pond, and trench to be characterized received wastewater conveyed by pipelines
from the Plutonium-Uranium Extraction (PUREX) Plant, B Plant, and the Reduction-Oxidation
(REDOX) Facility. The majority of the releases to the waste sites were greatly diluted and
dispersed by large volumes of water, but the total volume of water discharged to the chemical
sewer QU sites exceeded 20 billion L {more than 5 billion gal) of water. Consequently, the
vadose zone under some of these waste sites became saturated during the years of operation.
After the water discharges ceased, and portions of the vadose zone remained at or near saturation
for an extended period of time. Although the groundwater mounds are declining, recharge from
historical wastewater discharges from some of these facilities to the groundwater may still be
occurring.

The four waste sites that will be investigated in this OU will be characterized to determine the
nature and extent of contamination. These sites were chosen because they are treatment, storage,
and disposal (TSD) units and because two of the sites represent the worst-case scenario (i.e.,
216-S-10 Ditch) and the typical scenario (i.e., 216-A-29 Ditch) sites, as discussed in

Section 2.2.2 of the work plan. Knowledge gained from characterizing these sites will be used to
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refine the conceptual model and will facilitate the use of the analogous site approach in reaching
remedial action decisions for the OU. The use of the analogous site approach is fundamentai to
streamlining in the 200 Areas due to the large number of waste sites (DOE-RL 1999).

B1.2 200-CS-1 WASTE SITE LOCATIONS

The 200-CS-1 waste sites are located on the Hanford Site in southeastern Washington State, in
the vicinity of the 200 Areas. Figure B1-1 shows the general locations of waste sites in the
200-CS-1 QU with respect to the general Hanford Site.

B1.3 SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY

The following subsections provide brief descriptions of the four waste sites that will be
investigated. Additional detail is provided in Section 2.2 of the work plan. Section 3.1 of the
work plan contains information on the nature and extent of contamination and previous
investigations.

B1.3.1 216-A-29 Ditch

The 216-A-29 Ditch became operational in 1945 with the startup of the 284-E Powerhouse and
water treatment system. An open unlined ditch ran east across 200 East Area, then entered an
underground pipeline and discharged to a land depression east of the 200 East Area boundary. In
February 1955, the powerhouse wastewater was routed to the 216-B-3-1 Ditch. From
November 1955 to December 1957, the head end of 216-A-29 received PUREX Plant chemical
sewer and cooling water (raw Columbia River water) from separate pipelines. In

December 1957, the cooling water was routed to Gable Mountain and B Ponds. There is no
process knowledge that breaks down the percentage contribution from the various waste streams.
The amount of wastewater discharged to the 216-A-29 Ditch is difficult to estimate because the
flows from the ditches leading to B Pond were not differentiated. Dangerous waste releases to
the 216-A-29 Ditch ceased in 1986 and all liquid discharge ceased in 1991. The 216~A-29 Ditch
was backfilled and surface stabilized in 1991.

B1.3.2 216-B-63 Trench

The 216-B-63 Trench began receiving effluent from the B Plant chemical sewer in May 1970.
The major source of waste contributions to the 216-B-63 Trench were the 2902-B high tank
(potable sanitary water), cooling water from B Plant and the Waste Encapsulation and Storage
Facility air compressor aftercoolers, some of the 221-B steam condensate, and the B Plant
demineralizer effluent. Minor contributions came from chemical makeup overflow systems
(e.g., sodium hydroxide and sodium nitrite), air-conditioning units, and space heaters. In
August 1970, the 216-B-63 Trench was dredged (after unplanned release UPR-200-E-138 when
an estimated 1,000 Ci of strontium-90 was released from a product storage tank). The
dredgings (reading about 3,000 counts per minute beta/gamma activity) were buried in the
218-E-12B burial ground. The only documented hazardous effluent discharged in the past
consisted of regeneration solutions from the B Plant demineralizers. These effluents were
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routine corrosive discharges (D002) of aqueous sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide solutions.
The corrosive discharges occurred from 1970 until October 1985. After 1985, the cation
column effluent was treated with sodium carbonate, and the anion column effluent was treated
with monosodium phosphate to maintain a combined pH between 4 and 10,

As of 1987, the waste discharged to 216-B-63 Trench was no longer considered to be dangerous
waste. Radiological discharges to the trench were relatively low, with an estimated total beta
discharge of 8.7 Ci and approximately 7.6 kg of uranium. The chemical sewer pipelines to the
trench wete recognized as leaking near B Plant from 1970 until a sewer upgrade was completed
in 1985. No other influent pipelines associated with the chemical sewer OU were reported to
leak as extensively as the head end of the 216-B-63 pipeline. As part of the sewer upgrade, a
major portion of the vitrified clay pipeline on the north side of the 221-B/271-B Building was re-
lined with reinforced thermosetting resin pipe. In 1992, discharge to the trench ceased, and the
trench was backfilled with clean fill by November 1994. A total of 7.2 billion L (nearly 2 billion
gal) of effluent were discharged to the 216-B-~63 Trench.

B1.3.3 216-S-10 Ditch

The 216-S-10 Ditch received discharge from the REDOX Facility. The site started receiving
liquid waste in August 1951. This ditch conveyed wastewater to the 216-S-1 0 Pond and the
216-S-11 Pond. In addition to these three sites, during May 1955 there was a 0.405-hectare (i.e.,
approximately one-acre) overflow from the ditch that released an estimated 215 kg of uranium
from the ditch in the southeast dike of the 216-S-11 Pond. This unplanned release is referenced
as UPR-200-W-34. After the unplanned release, the ditch was dredged and the sludge was
removed and placed in low spots on both sides of the ditch (specific location unknown). The
ditch was then covered with 0.6 m (2 ft) of soil.

The 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond both routinely received large quantities of nondangerous, low-
level radioactive liquid effluent from the REDOX Facility chemical sewer and the Chemical
Engineering Laboratory within REDOX. The waste stream was comprised of cooling water,
steam condensate, water tower overflow, and drain effluent. The effluent to the chemical sewer
was comprised of approximately 60% REDOX Facility raw water, 20% sanitary water, and 20%
steam condensate. The 216-S-10 Ditch and Pond remained in use until 1984, when the south
two-thirds of the ditch and the entire pond were backfilled and stabilized. The head end of the
216-S-10 Ditch last received discharges during 1991 and was permanently isolated in June 1994.

Bi.3.4 216-S-10 Pond
The 216-S-10 Pond received wastewater conveyed from the REDOX Facility through the

216-S-10 Ditch. The composition of the typical waste stream is described above in
Section B1.3.3.

B1.4 CONTAMINANTS OF CONCERN

Step 1 of the DQO process identifies the need to develop a list of contaminants of potential
concern (COPCs) for 200-CS-1 OU waste sites. Development of the COPCs is an essential step

B1-3-



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

in refining the site conceptual model. From an initial list of 395 contaminants that potentially
could have been discharged to 200-CS-1 waste sites, 71 COCs were identified during the DQO
development process. Development of this list is described in the 200-CS-1 DQO workbook
(BHI 1999 [pending review]) and is surnmanzed in Section 3.4 of the work plan. The COPCs
are identified in Table B1-1.

If contaminants not identified as COPCs are detected during laboratory analysis, the data will be
evaluated against existing regulatory standards or risk-based levels if exposure data are available
and existing process knowledge to determine the need for remedial action.

In additional to the COCs identified in table B1-1. hydrazine will be analyzed in samples taken at
both test pits at 216-A-29 Ditch. This data will be used to support a contained-in determination
as dexcribed in Section 3.1.1.4.

B1.S DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVES

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) document, Guidance for the Data Quality
Objectives Process (EPA 1994a), was used to support the development of this SAP. The EPA’s
DQO guidance document is a strategic planning approach that provides a systematic procedure
for defining the criteria that a data collection design should satisfy. Using the DQO process
ensures that the type, quantity, and quality of environmental data used in decision making will be
appropriate for the intended application.

This section presents only a summary of the key outputs resuiting from the implementation of
the seven-step DQO process. For additional details, the reader should refer to the DQO
workbook (BHI 1999 [pending review]).

B1.5.1 Statement of the Problem

The 200-CS-1 OU consists of seven waste sites where a combination of ditches, ponds, and
trenches (and associated piping systems at 216-B-63) received chemical wastewater from

200 Areas facilities. The majority of the effluents released to the waste sites were greatly diluted
and dispersed by large volumes of water, but the vadose zone under some of these sites became
saturated over time. After the water discharges ceased and most surfaces of the waste sites were
stabilized with clean soil and gravel, portions of the vadose zone remained at or near saturation
for some period of time. The historical discharge of wastewater to the 200-CS-1 OU may have
resulted in the contamination of vadose zone soils and/or groundwater.

The primary objective of the DQO process for the 200-CS-1 OU is to collect the data that are
necessary to support remedial decision making (i.e., remedial investigation) and to confirm the
site conceptual contaminant distribution model. Possible remedial alternatives considered in the
development of the DQO included the following:

No action alternative (no institutional controls)

Capping (for 216-B-63 Trench and 216-S-10 Pond only)
Excavate and dispose of waste

Monitored natural attenuation (with institutional controls).
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B1.5.2 Decision Rules

Decision rules are developed from the combined results of DQO Steps 2, 3, and 4. These results
include the principal study questions, decision statements, remedial action alternatives, data
needs, COC action levels, analytical requirements, and the scale of the decision(s). Decision
rules are generally structured as “IF...THEN” statements that indicate what action will be taken
when a prescribed condition is met. Decision rules incorporate the parameters of interest (e.g.,
COCs), the scale of the decision (e.g., location), the action level (e.g., COC concentration), and
the action(s) that would result. The 200-CS-1 QU decision statements are summarized in
Table B1-2.

B1.5.3 Error Tolerance and Decision Consequences

The consequence of selecting an inadequate nonstatistical sampling design is not considered
severe. Based on the guidance in Table 4-3a of the DQO workbook (BHI 1999 [pending
review]), the sampling design rigor requirements are not significant because of the combination
of low severity and accessibility after remedial investigation sampling. If the sampling design 1s
determined to be inadequate, additional sampling can be performed because the sites will be still
accessible. Section 5.2 of the work plan summarizes the sampling activities that are planned
after the evaluation of initial characterization efforts (which are described in this SAP).

B1.5.4 Sample Design Summary

A nonstatistical sampling design (i.e., professional judgment) was used to select sample locations
at the waste sites. This biased sampling approached was selected based on process knowledge,
expected behavior of COCs, the expected distribution of contamination, and the preliminary
conceptual site model developed for this waste group. Using this approach, sample locations are
selected that increase the chance of encountering the worst-case conditions/maximum
concentrations of contaminants. This approach was recently applied at the 200-CW-1 OU sites.
The biased sampling approach used at boreholes and test pits at the 200-CW-1 OU sites appears
to suppott the preliminary site conceptual model for 200-CS-1 OU presented in the waste site
groupings report (DOE-RL 1997).

The total number of samples for the 200-CS-1 OU waste sites was selected based on the
preliminary site conceptual model and the expected distribution of contamination. The model
suggests that the highest contaminant concentrations should be detected near the bottom of the
pond/ditch (i.e., the top of the sediment layer) and that the concentrations should decrease with
depth. Therefore, a greater frequency of sampling is planned in the zone immediately below the
historical bottom of the pond/ditch/trench. Sample frequency will decrease with depth based on
the expected distribution of contamination. Additional samples will be collected at the discretion
of the site geologist based on the field screening data. All material excavated will be screened as
described in Section B3.2.2. Field screening will be performed to reduce the potential of
overlooking zones of significant contamination. The optimal sample design for this initial phase
of characterization is presented in Section B3.0.
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Figure B1-1. Location of the Hanford Site and Waste Sites to be Characterized
' in the 200-CS-1 Operable Unit.
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Table Bi—l. Contaminants of Concern for 200-CS-1 Operable Unit
(from BHI 1999).

Radioactive Constituents

Americium-241 Plutonium-238
Cesium-137 Plutonium-239/240
Cobalt-60 Radium-~228
Europium-152 . | Strontium-90
Europium-154 Technetium-99°
Europium-155 Tritium®
Gross alpha : Thorium-232
Gross beta Uranium-233/234°
Neptunium-237 .| Uranium-235/236°
Nickel-63° Uranium-238°
Chemical Constitnents - Metals
Arsenic Lead
Barium Mercury
Beryllium : Nickel
Cadmium Selenium
Chromium Silver
Hexavalent chromium Vanadium
Copper - Zinc
Chemical Constituents - Other Inorganics
Ammonia Phosphate
Chloride Sulfate
Cyanide Sulfide
Fluoride Thiocyanate
Nitrate/nitrite : pH
Chemical Constituents - Volatile Organics

Acetone Halogenated hydrocarbons
1-Butanol (buty! alcohol) Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (MIBK)
2-Butanone (MEK) Propanol (isopropyl alcohol)
Carbon tetrachloride Toluene
Chloroform (trichloromethane) 1,1,1 Trichloroethane
Decane 1,1,2 Trichloroethane
Dichloromethane {methylene chloride) Xylene
Ethanol

Semi-Volatile Organics
Diesel fuel® , Polychlorinated biphenyls
Kerosene' Shell E-2342 (napthalene and paraffin)®
Normal paraffin hydrocarbon® Soltrol-170 {CHz to CeHss; purified kerosene)
Paraffin hydrocarbons®
a

These contaminants of concern (COCs) are deep-zone sensitive only. Analyses are not required for these COCs in
the shallow zone soils, as they are soft beta emitters in low abundance that have insignificant dose impact in the
shallow zone.

Uranium will be analyzed for total abundance in all samples; any samples with values significantly above
background levels will be analyzed for these individual species.

Analyzed as kerosene total petroleum hydrocarbons.
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Table B1-2. Data Quality Objectives Decision Rules (frbm BHI 1999 '[pending review)).

DR#

Decision Rule

1

If the RESRAD results for the maximum detected concentrations of the radiological COCs in
the sediment layer (approximately 6-ft thick) exceed annual exposure limits for human health
protection (for the appropriate exposure scenario), then remedial alternatives® will be evaluated
for the sediment layer.

If the RESRAD resutlts for the maximum detected concentrations of the radiological COCs in
shatlow soil below the sediment layer (i.e., from 6 ft below the sediment layer to 15 ft below
grade) exceed annual exposure limits for human health protection (for the appropriate exposure
scenario), then remedial alternatives® will be evaluated for these soils.

If the maximum detected concentrations of chemical COCs in the sediment layer exceed the
action levels (for the appropriate exposure scenario), then remedial alternatives® will be
evaluated for the sediment layer.

If the maximum detected concentrations of chemical COCs in shallow soil below the sediment
layer (i.e., from 6 feet below the sediment layer to 15 ft below grade) exceed action levels, then
remedial alternatives® will be evaluated for these soils.

If the contaminant distributions in the shallow vadose zone (0 to 15 ft bgs) and deep vadose
zone (>15 ft bgs) for all four RCRA TSD units sampled differ significantly from the
conceptual contaminant distribution model, then the conceptual contaminant distribution model
will be revised prior to use in remedial decision or remedial action planning efforts for the
three non-RCRA TSD units.

¥ The use of the term “remedial alternative™ is used collectively to refer to one or more of the alternatives
described in Section B1.5.1. The selection of an appropriate alternative is beyond the scope of this document.

CQOCs = contaminants of concern

RESRAD = RESidual RADioactivity dose model

TSD = treatment, storage, and disposal
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B2.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE PROJECT PLAN

The quality assurance project plan (QAPjP) establishes the quality requirements for
environmental data collection, including sampling, field measurements, and laboratory analysis.
The overall QAPjP for environmental restoration waste sites in the 200 Areas is included in
Appendix A of the 200 Areas Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Implementation Plan -
Environmental Restoration Program (hereinafier referred to as the Implementation Plan)
(DOE-RL 1999). The QAPjP complies with the requirements of the U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE) Order 5700.6¢, Quality Assurance; the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),

40 CFR 830.120, “Quality Assurance Requirements”; EPA Requirements for Quality Assurance
Project Plans for Environmental Data Operations (EPA 1994b); and the Hanford Analytical
Services Quality Assurance Requirements Documents (HASQARD) (DOE-RL 1996a). The
Implementation Plan provides the general framework of technical and administrative
requirements that apply to 200-CS-1 and other OUs in the 200 Areas.

To meet the site-specific needs for the 200-CS-1 OU, the QAPjP identifies supplemental
requirements developed during the DQO process and described in this group-specific SAP.
These requirements are listed below:

. Analytical performance - Requirements for detection limits, precision, and accuracy are
presented in Tables B2-1 and B2-2. The analytical methods are also shown in these
tables.

. Field quality control - The frequency and type of quality control (QC) samples to be
collected are addressed in Section B2.1.

. Sample preservation, containers, and holding time - The requirements for the specific
test/laboratory methods are addressed in Section B2.3 and in Table B2-3.

. Onsite measurements quality control - The specific types of QC samples for onsite
measurements and the frequency of collection are addressed in Section B2.4.

. Data validation and usability - Specific validation requirements, including the frequency
and level of validation, are addressed in Section B2.6.

The following sections describe the supplemental waste group quality requirements and the
procedural controls applicable to this investigation. The 200 Areas QAPjP (Appendix A of the
Implementation Plan [DOE-RL 1999]) and this section of the SAP will serve as the QAP;jP for
the 200-CS-1 OU remedial investigation.

B2.1 FIELD QUALITY CONTROL

Field QC samples shall be collected to evaluate the potential of cross-contamination and
laboratory performance. Field QC for sampling sites in the 200-CS-1 OU will require the
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collection of collocated duplicates, field splits, equipment rinsate blanks, and trip blank samples.
The QC samples are described in this section with the required frequency of collection.

B2.1.1 Collocated Duplicates

' Collocated duplicates are independent samples collected as close as possible to the same point in
space and time, taken from the same source, stored in separate containers, and analyzed
independently. These samples are useful in documenting homogeneity in the soil. It is
important that these samples are not homogenized together.

A minimum of 5% of the total collected samples shall be duplicated, or one field duplicate shall
be collected for every 20 samples, whichever is greater. At least two collocated duplicates shall
be collected from each waste site, and one will be collected from each borehole. The duplicates
should generally be collected from an area that is expected to have some contamination so valid
comparisons between the samples can be made (i.e., at least some of the COCs will be present
above the detection limit). When sampling with a split-spoon sampler, the duplicate sample may
be from a separate split-spoon sample, either above or below the main sample because of soil
sample volume constraints. The split-spoon duplicate should be collected somewhere below the
interval of continuous coring and above 7.6 m (25 ft) below ground surface (bgs) (see

Section B3.3.1 and Tables B3-2 and B3-3 for a discussion of borehole sampling that applies to
split-spoon sampling from boreholes or from hollow-stem augers).

B2.1.2 Field Splits

Split samples shall be collected at the same frequency as collocated duplicate samples, with at
Jeast two samples collected per waste site and one per borehole. Split samples shall be retrieved
from the same sample interval using the same equipment and sampling technique; sampling
limitations involving split-spoon samples, as discussed in Section B2.1.1, also apply to field
splits. Samples shall be split in the field and sent to two independent laboratories. Splits will be
used to verify the performance of the primary laboratory.

B2.1.3 Equipment Rinsate Blanks

Equipment blanks shall be collected at the same frequency as collocated duplicate samples
(where applicable) and if sampling equipment is reused, and the equipment blanks are used to
verify the adequacy of sampling equipment decontamination procedures. The field geologist
may request that additional equipment blanks be taken. Equipment blanks shall consist of pure
deionized water washed through field decontaminated sampling or pre-cleaned equipment and
placed in containers identical to those used for actual field samples.

Equipment rinsate blanks shall be analyzed for the following:

. Gross alpha

. Gross beta

. Metals (excluding hexavalent chromium and mercury)
. Anions (except cyanide)

. pH
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. Semi-volatile organic analyte
. Volatile organic analytes.

These analytes are considered to be the best indicators of inadequate decontamination.
B2.1.4 Trip Blanks

The volatile organic trip blanks will constitute approximately 5% of all volatile organic
compound samples, which equates to approximately every sixth batch (cooler) of sample
containers shipped. The trip blank shall consist of pure deionized water added to one clean
sample container in the field and will be returned unopened to the laboratory. Trip blanks are
prepared as a check for possible contamination originating from container preparation methods,
shipment, handling, storage, or site conditions. The trip blank shall be analyzed for volatile
organic compounds only.

B2.1.5 Prevention of Cross-Contamination

Special care should be taken to prevent cross-contamination of soil samples. Particular care will -
be exercised to avoid the following common ways in which cross-contamination or background
contamination may compromise the samples:

. Improperly storing or transporting sampling equipment and sampie containers

. Contaminating the equipment or sample bottles by setting them on or near potential
contamination sources such as uncovered ground

. Handling bottles or equipment with dirty hands

3 Improperly decontaminating equipment before sampling or between sampling events.

B2.2 QUALITY OBJECTIVES AND CRITERIA FOR MEASUREMENT DATA
Quality objectives and criteria for measurement data are presented in Tables B2-1 and B2-2 for
radiological and chemical analytes of interest and for soil physical properties.

B2.3 SAMPLE PRESERVATION, CONTAINERS, AND HOLDING TIMES |

Sample preservation, containers, and holding times for radiological and chemical analyéés and

for soil physical property tests are presented in Table B2-3. Final requirements will be identified
on a Sampling Authorization Form.
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B2.4 ONSITE MEASUREMENTS QUALITY CONTROL .

The collection of QC samples for onsite measurements QC is not applicable the field screening
techniques described in this plan. Field screening instrumentation will be calibrated and
controlled according to the procedures identified in Section B2.7.

B2.5 DATA MANAGEMENT

Data resulting from the implementation of this QAPjP shall be managed and stored by the
Environmental Restoration Contractor (ERC) organization responsible for data management, in
accordance with BHI-EE-01, Environmental Investigations Procedures, Section 2.0, “Sample
Management.” The information management overview (IMO) for data management activities is
provided in detail in Appendix C of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999). The IMO will be
used to define the process for collection and control of all data, records, documents, and
correspondence generated at 200 Area OUs. At the direction of the task lead, all analytical data
packages shall be subject to final technical review by qualified personnel before submittal to
regulatory agencies or inclusion in reports. Electronic data access, when appropriate, shall be via
a database (e.g., Hanford Environmental Information System [HEIS] or a project-specific
database). Where electronic data are not available, hard copies shall be provided in accordance
with Section 9.6 of the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Ecology et al.
1990). .

B2.6 DATA VALIDATION REQUIREMENT

Validation shall be performed on completed data packages by qualified Bechtél Hanford, Inc.
(BHI) sample management personnel or by a qualified independent contractor. Validation shall
consist of verifying required deliverables, requested versus reported analyses and associated
requirements, and transcription errors. Validation shall also include the evaluation and
qualification of results based on holding time, method blanks, matrix spikes, laboratory control
samples, laboratory duplicates, and chemical and tracer recoveries as appropriate to the methods
used. No other validation or calculation checks will be performed. At least 10% of all data, or a
minimum of one data package/sample delivery group, shall be validated. Assuming that
approximately 112 samples will be collected during the 200-CS-1 OU investigations (including
full QC sets, but exclusive of discretionary samples [see Table B3-6]), at least five data
packages/sample delivery groups containing 20 sample sets will be generated. At least one
sample delivery group will be validated. Validation requirements identified in this section are
consistent with Level C validation, as defined in data validation procedures (WHC 1993a,
1993b). Validation for physical data will not be performed.

B2.7 TECHNICAL PROCEDURES AND SPECIFICATIONS

Sampling and onsite environmental measurements shall be performed according to approved
procedures. Sampling and field measurements will be conducted according to BHI-EE-01,
Environmental Investigations Procedures; BHI-EE-05, Field Screening Procedures; and other
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approved procedures listed below. Individual procedures that may be used during performance
of this SAP include the following:

BHI-EE-01, Environmental Investig._ations Procedures

Section 1.0. General Information
- Procedure 1.5, “Field Logbooks™
- Procedure 1.6, “Survey Requirements and Techniques”

Section 2.0. Sample Management
- Procedure 2.0, “Sample Event Coordination”

- Procedure 2.1, “Sampling Documentation Processing”

Section 3.0. General Sampling
- Procedure 3.0, “Chain of Custody”

- Procedure 3.1, “Sample Packaging and Shipping”

- Procedure 3.2, “Field Decontamination of Sampling Equipment”

Section 4.0, Soil. Groundwater. and Biotic Sampling
- Procedure 4.0, “Soil and Sediment Sampling”

- Procedure 4.2, “Sample Storage and Shipping Facility”

Section 5.0. Sampling Techniques
- Procedure 5.2, “Test Pit Excavation in Contaminated Areas”

Section 6.0, Drilling

- Procedure 6.0, “Documentation of Well Drilling, Abandonment, Remediation,
and Completion Operations” ‘

- Procedure 6.1, “Drilling and Sampling in Radiological Contaminated Areas™

- Procedure 6.2, “Field Cleaning and/or Decontamination of Drilling Equipment”

Section 7.0. Geologic and Hydrologic Data Collection
- Procedure 7.0, “Geologic Logging”
- Procedure 7.2, “Geophysical Survey Work”

BHI-EE-03, Field Screening Procedures

- Procedure 1.0, “Routine Field Screening”

- Procedure 2.4. “Operation of the Man-Carried Radiological Detection System
(MRDS)”

- Procedure 2.5, “Operation of the Mobile Surface Contaminant Monitor II”

- Procedure 2.12, “Eberline E-600 Usage for Environmental Surveys”

BHI-FS-03, Field Support Waste Management Instructions .

- Instruction W-006, “Site-Specific Waste Management Instructions”

- Instruction W-011, “Control of CERCLA and Other Past-Practice Investigation
Derived Waste”
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) Environmental Investigations Instructions, WHC-CM-7-7 (WHC 1988)
- Instruction 5.5, “Laboratory Cleaning of RCRA/CERCLA Sampling Equipment.”

Work shall also be performed in accordance with the follox#ing manuals:
. BHI-EE-02, Environmental Requi}ements, Section 11.0, “Solid Waste Management”
. BHI-QA-01, ERC Quality Program
o BHI-QA-03, ERC Quality Assurance Program Plans

- Plan 5.1, “Field Sampling Quality Assurance Program Plan”

- Plan 5.2, “Onsite Measurements Quality Assurance Program Plan”

- Plan 5.3, “Radiological Measurements and Environmental Support Quality
Assurance Program Plan”

. BHI-MA-02, ERC Project Procedures

. BHI-SH-01, Hanford ERC Environmental, Safety, and Health Programs

. BHI-SH-05, Industrial Hygiene Work Instructions

. BHI-SH-02, Safety and Health Procedures, Volumes 1 through 4

. BHI-EE-10, Waste Management Plan

. BHI-SH-04, Radiological Control Work Instructions

. Hanford Site Radiological Control Manual (DOE-RL 1996b)

. Specification for environmental drilling services specific to 200-CW-1. .

B2.7.1 Sample Location

Sample locations (e.g., boreholes and test pits) shall be staked and labeled prior to beginning the
sampling. Locations shall be staked by the technical lead or field team leader assigned by the
project manager. After the locations have been staked, minor adjustments to the location may be
made to mitigate unsafe conditions, avoid structural interferences, or bypass utilities. Major
changes in locations will require approval of the project manager. Locations shall be identified
during or after sampling following BHI-EE-01, Procedure 1.6, “Survey Requirements and
Techniques.”

B2.7.2 Sample Identification

The ERC Sample and Data Tracking database will be used to track the samples through the

collection and laboratory analysis process. The HEIS database is the repository for the
laboratory analytical results. The HEIS sample numbers will be issued to the sampling
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organization for this project in accordance with BHI-EE-01, Procedure 2.0, “Sample Event
Coordination.” Each chemical/radiological and physical properties sample will be identified and
labeled with a unique HEIS sample number. The sample location and corresponding HEIS
numbers will be documented in the sampler‘s field logbook.

Each sample container will be labeled w1th the following information using a waterproof marker
on firmly affixed, water-resistant labels:

HEIS number

Sample collection date/time

Name/initials of person collecting the sample
Analysis required

Preservation method, if applicable.

B2.7.3 Field Sampling Logbook

All information pertinent to field sampling and analysis will be recorded in bound logbooks in
accordance with BHI-EE-01, Procedure 1.5, “Field Logbooks.” The sampling team will be
responsible for recording all relevant sampling information including, but not limited to, the
information listed in Appendix A of BHI-EE-01, Procedure 1.5. Entries made in the logbook
will be dated and signed by the individual who made the entry.

B2.7.4 Sample Custody

A chain-of-custody record will be initiated in the field at the time of sampling and will
accompany each set of samples (cooler) shipped to any laboratory in accordance with
BHI-EE-01, Procedure 3.0, “Chain of Custody.” The analyses requested for each sample will be
indicated on the accompanying chain-of-custody form. Chain-of-custody procedures will be
followed throughout sample collection, transfer, analysis, and disposal to ensure that sample
integrity is maintained. Each time responsibility for custody of the sample changes, the new and
previous custodians will sign the record and note the date and time. The sampler will make a
copy of the signed record prior to sample shipment and transmit the sample to ERC Sample and
Data Management within 24 hours of shlppmg, as detailed in BHI-EE-01, Procedure 2.1,
“Sampling Documentation Processing.”

A custody seal (i.e., evidence tape) shall be affixed to the lid of each sample jar. The container
seal will be inscribed with the sampler’s initials and the date sealed. For any sample jars
collected inside the glovebag or glovebox and “bagged out,” the evidence tape may be affixed to
the seal of the bag to demonstrate that tampering has not occurred. This will eliminate problems
associated with contaminated soils adhering to the custody tape while inside a glovebox.

B2.7.5 Sample Containers and Preservatives

Level I EPA pre-cleaned sample containers will be used for soil samples collected for
radiological and chemical analyses. Container sizes may vary depending upon laboratory-
specific volumes needed to meet analytical detection limits. If, however, the dose rate on the
outside of a sample jar or the curie content exceeds levels acceptable by an offsite laboratory, the
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sampling lead and task lead can send smaller volumes to the laboratory after consultation with
ERC Sample and Data Management to determine acceptable volumes. Preliminary container
types and volumes are identified in Table B2-3.

B2.7.6 Sample Shipping

The outside of each sample jar will be surveyed by the radiological control technician (RCT) to
verify that the container is free of smearable surface contamination. The RCT shall also measure
the radiological activity on the outside of the sample container (through the container) and will
mark the container with the highest contact radiological reading in either disintegrations per
minute {(dpm) or mrem/hr, as applicable. Unless.pre-qualified, all samples will have total
activity analysis performed by the Radiological Counting Facility (RCF), 222-S Laboratory, or
other suitable onsite laboratory prior to shipment. This information, as well as other data that
may pre-qualify the samples, will be used to select proper packaging, marking, labeling, and
shipping paperwork in accordance with U.S. Department of Transportation regulations (49 CFR)
and to verify that the sample can be received by the offsite analytical laboratory in accordance
with the laboratory's acceptance criteria. The sampler will send copies of the shipping
documentation to ERC Sample and Data Management within 24 hours of shipping, as detailed in
BHI-EE-01, Procedure 2.1, “Sampling Documentation Processing.”

As a general rule, samples with activities <! mR/hr will be shipped to an offsite laboratory.
Samples with activities between 1 mR/hr and 10 mR/hr may be shipped to an offsite laboratory;
samples with activities in this range will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis by ERC Sample
and Data Management. Samples with activities >10 mR/hr will be sent to an onsite laboratory.
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Table B2-1. Analytical Performance Requirements — Shallow Zone Soils
(<15 ft bgs). (3 pages)

Data Analytical Pre‘liminary Detecti_on Limit Accun:acy Preci§ion
Analyte Action Level Requirement Required Required
Type | Method Meth C° | Meth B | MDL | PQL
Radiological Constituents, in pCi/g
Rad, o | GeLi/HBPGe Americium-241 ! ! 0.1 1 80-120 +30
AmAEA® 0.1 70-130 +30
Rad,y | GeLi/HPGe Cesium-137 ' 0.05 0.1 80-120 +30
Rad,y | GeLi/HPGe Cobalt-60 ' 0.05 0.1 80-120 30
Rad,y | GeLi#/HPGe Europium-152 ' 0.1 0.2 80-120 +30
Rad,y | GeLirHPGe Europium-154 ! 0.1 0.2 80-120 +30
Rad,y | GeLi¥HPGe Europium-153 ! 0.05 0.1 80-120 T30
Rad, o | Gross alpha, Gross alpha ! 5 10 70-130 +30
. | GPC ‘
Rad, B | Gross beta, Gross beta ' 3 13 70-130 +30
GPC
Rad, oo | NpAEA® Neptuniuvm-237 ’ 0.1 1 70-130 £30
Rad, oo | PuAEA® Plutonium-238 ' 0.} 70-130 30
Rad, « | PUAEA® Plutoniem-239/240 ! 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad GeLi/HPGe Radium-228 ! 0.1 0.2 80-120 +30
Rad RADSr Total radigactive ! 02 1 70-130 +30
strontium
Rad, ¢ | ThAEA® Thorium-232 : 0.1 1 70-130 30
Rad KPA Total uranium ! 0.2 1.0 70-130 +30
mghks | mgkg
Rad, o | UAEA?® Uranium-233/234 ' 0.1 1 70-130 30
Rad, & Uranium-235/236 ! 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad, o Uranium-238 ' 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Preliminar Detection Limit | Accurac Precision
Data Analytical Analyte Action Lev:l Reguirements Req’d Y Reg’d
Type Method
MethC* | Meth B MDL | PQL
Inorganic Chemical Constituents, in mg/kg
Chem | EPA 6010 Arsenic 6.5° 6.5° 2.5/0.2° 1n* 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 6010 Barium 245° 132%¢ 0.1 1 70-130 *30
Chem | EPA 6010 Beryllium 1.51° 1.51° 0.03 0.2 70-130 +30
Chem 1§ EPA 6010 Cadmium 0.5° 0.5°¢ 0.3 0.8 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 6010 Chromium (II1) 3,500° 1,600° 04 1 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 7196 Hexavalent 17.3 8.0 0.1 0.7 70-130 +30
chromiurm
Chem | EPA 6010 Copper 130° 59.2° 0.5 2 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 6010 Lead 353%¢ 353°¢ 3 20 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 7471 Mercury 0.33%¢ 0.33%¢ 0.005 0.05 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 6010 Nicke! 70° 32° 1 4 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 6010 Selenium 5° 5° 3 20 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 6010 Silver 10°¢ & 0.7 2 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 6010 Vanadium 245¢ f1.2° 0.5 3 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 6010 Zinc 500° 480° 0.5 2 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 350.1 Ammonia 59,500 27,200 0.2 0.5 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 300.0 Chloride 25,000 25,000 0.2 2 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 9010 Cyanide 20 20 0.25 1 70-130 +30

B2-9




DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

Table B2-1. Analytical Performance Requirements — Shallow Zone Soils
(<15 ft bgs). (3 pages)

Data Analytical Pre.liminary Detecti.on Limit Accur:acy Preci?ion
Type Method Analyte Action Level Requirement Required Required
P MethC® | Meth B | MDL | PQL
Chem | EPA 300.0 Fluoride - 200 96 0.2 1 70-130 30
Chem [IC353.1"and | Nitrate and 4,400/330 | 4,400/330 | 0.02/0.1 { 0.2/0.5 70-130 +30
EPA 300.0 nitrate/nitrite as N
Chem [ IC353.1"and | Nitrite and 330 330 0.2 1 70-130 +30
EPA 300.0 nitrate/nitrite as N
Chem | EPA 3000 Phosphate N/A® N/A® 0.6 6 70-130 £30
Chem | EPA 300.0 Sulfate 25,000 25,000 2 10 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 9030 Sulfide N/A N/A 4 20 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 9045 or pH N/A NA N/A N/A 70-130 +30
field '
measurement
. Prelimina Detection Limit . .
?;;2 .Ar:l,;?;;:ial Analyte Action Le\l:gl Requirements Aclc‘:?;y P;::;s,:;m
Meth C* | Meth B MDL | PQL
Organic Chemical Constituents, in mg/kg
Chem | EPA 8260 Acetone 175 80 0.05 0.01 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 8260 1-Butanol {butyl 350 160 04 1 70-130 +30
alcohol)
Chem | EPA 8260 2-butanone (MEK) 1,050 480 0.005 0.01 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 8260 Carbon tetrachloride 0.337 0.0337 0.001 | 0.005 70-130 . %30
Chem | EPA 8260 Chloroform 7.17 0.717 0.001 | 0.005 70-130 +30
(trichloromethane)
Chem | EPA 8260 as Decane N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
TIC
Chem | EPA 8260 Dichloromethane 0.5 0.5 0.002 | 0.005 70-130 +30
(methylene chloride)
Chem | EPA 8260 as Ethanol N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
TIC .
Chem | EPA 8260 Halogenated T ON/A N/A 0.002 | 0.005 70-130 +30
hydrocarbons .
Chem | EPA 8260 Hexanone (MIBK) 64 140 N/A N/A N/A N/A
Chem | EPA 8260 as Propanol (isopropyl N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
TIC alcohol)
Chem | EPA 8260 Toluene 160 100 | 0.001 | 0.005 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 8260 Xylene 1,000 1,000 0.001 | 0.005 70-130 £30
Chem | EPA 8260 1,1,1-trichloroethane 20 20 0.001 | 0.005 70-130 +30
Chem | EPA 8260 1,1,2-trichloroethane 0.3 0.0768 0.001 | 0.005 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 8270 Tributyl phosphate N/A N/A 0.4 -4 70-130 30
Chem | EPA 8082 Polychlorinated 65° 0.5¢ 0.01 0.1 70-130 +30
biphenyls (FCBs)

" B2-10




DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

Table B2-1 Analytical Performance Requirements — Shallow Zone Soils
(<15 ft bgs). (3 pages)

Data Analytical Prelliminary Detecti_on Limit Accul:acy Preci§ion

Type Method Analyte Action Level Reguirement Required Required
Meth C° Meth B MDL | PQL

Chem | NWTPH-Dx Kerosene, normal N/A N/A 0.3 5 70-130 - 30

modified for paraffin

kerosene range | hydrocarbons,
paraffin
hydrocarbons, shell
£-2342 (napthalene
and paraffin), Soltrol-
170 (ClOHZZ to

CisHy, ) purified
kerosene, and diesel
fuel .
Soil Physical Properties ] .
Phys | ASTM D2216 Moisture content N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A
(Wt%)
Phys | ASTM D422 Particle size N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
distribution (wt%o}
Phys | BHI-EE-01 | Lithology N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Phys | Field Measurement| Hydraulic Gradient N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Note: Detection limits in this table are based on optimal conditions. Interferences and different matrices may significantly degr
values shown.

A a o o

o

AmMAEA, PUAEA, UAEA, NpAEA, ThAEA -- chemical separation, electro/microprecipitation deposition. alpha energy anal
barrier detector.

Method C values are based on Mode! Toxics Control Act (MTCAY industrial standards.

Based on Hanford Site background values.

First value shown is via routine inductively coupled plasma (ICP), second value via “trace™ ICP.

The RESRAD model for the 100 Areas remedial design/remedial action or 100-N Area corrective measures study predicts
that this constituent will not reach groundwater in 1,000 years. It is anticipated that the same will be true in the 200 Areas.
The lead value is based on the Guidance Marnual for the Integrated Exposure Uptake Biokinetic Model for Lead in Children
(EPA 1994c).

Method is from EPA (1984).

There are no values for these scenarios at this time. They will be developed in the remedial investigation/feasibility

study process.

= alpha analysis
B -_—

= gamma analysis

beta analysis

N/A = not applicable

GeLi = lithium-drifted germanium detector
GPC = gas proportional counting

HPGe = high-purity germanium

KPA = kinetic phosphorescence analysis
MDL = maximum detection limit

PQL = practical quantiation limit

RADSr = total radioactive strontium
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(>15 ft bgs). (3 pages)

Preliminary

Detection Limit

Data Analytical . . Accuracy | Precision
Type Method Analyte Me;\;t(l:?’li ]ﬁ:::l B ]\;(Ie)iulrlemglgi Req’d Reg’d
Radionuclides, in pCi/g
Rad, @ | GeLi/HPGe Americium-241 ' g 0.1 i 80-120 +30
AmAEA" 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad,y |GeLi/HPGe Cesium-137 ! ' 0.05 0.1 80-120 +30)
Rad,y |GeLi/HPGe Cobalt-60 ! ! 0.05 0.1 80-120 +30
Rad,y |GeLi/HPGe Europium-152 ! ! 0.1 0.2 80-120 #30
Rad,y | GeLi/HPGe Europium-134 ! ' 0.1 0.2 80-120 30
Rad,y |GeLvHPGe Europium-1535 ' ' 0.05 0.1 80-120 +30
Rad, o | Gross alpha, GPC | Gross alpha ' ' 5 10 70-130 +30
Rad, B | Gross beta, GPC | Gross beta ' ! 3 15 70-130 +30
Rad, ¢« | NpAEA® Neptunium-237 ' ' 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad Chem Separation | Nickel-63 ! ! 5 30 70-130 +30
Lig Scintillation
Rad, @ |PuAEA? Plutonium-238 ' ' 0.1 ] 70-130 +30
Rad, ¢ | PLAEA® Plutonium-239/240 ' ' 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad,y | GeLi/HPGe Radium-228 ' g 0.1 0.2 80-120 +30
Rad RADSr Total radioactive ' ! 0.2 1 70-130 +30
strontium
Rad Chem Separation | Technetium-99 ! ' 3 i3 70-130 +30
Lig Scintillation
Rad Distillation Tritium ' ' 3 400 70-130 +30
Lig Separation '
Rad, | ThAEA® Thorium-232 ' ! 0.1 1 70-130 30
Rad KPA Total uranium ! ! 02 1l mg/kg | 70-130 +30
mg/kg
Rad, o | UAEA® Uranium-233/234 ' ' 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad Uranium-235/236 ' ! 0.1 1 70-130 +30
Rad Uranium-238 ' ! 0.1 1 70-130 %30
. Preliminary Detection Limit -
?ati Al:'diltyht;;al Analyte Action Level Requirements Ai‘c:r?; ¥ P;::'s,':;n
P Meth C°| Meth B | MDL | PQL 9 9
) Inorganic Chemicals, in mg/kg
Chem EPA 6010 Arsenic 6.5° 6.5° 2.5/0.2° 10/1° 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 6010 Barium 245° 132%¢ 0.1 1 70-130 30
Chem EPA 6010 Beryllium 1.51° 1.51° 0.03 0.2 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 6010 Cadmium 0.5° 0.5° [ 0.3/0.02°10.8/0.04° [ 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 6010 Chromium (III) 3,500° | 1,600° 0.4 1 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 7196 Hexavalent 17.5 8.0 0.1 0.7 70-130 £30
chromium
-Chem EPA 6010 Copper 130° 59.2¢ 0.5 2 70-130 30
Chem EPA 6010 Lead 353%8 353%% 3 20 70-130 =30
Chem EPA 7471 Mercury 033% | 033 0.005 0.05 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 6010 Nickel 70° 32° 1 4 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 6010 Selenium 5¢ 5° 5 20 70-130 +30
1 Chem EPA 6010 Silver 10° 8 0.7 2 70-130 £30
Chem EPA 6010 Vanadium 24.5° 11.2° 0.5 3 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 6010 Zinc 500° 4807 0.5 2 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 350.1 Ammonia 59,500 | 27,200 0.2 0.5 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 300.0 Chloride 25,000 | 25,000 0.2 2 70-130 30
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Table B2-2. Analytical Performance Requirements - Deep Zone Soils
(>15 ft bgs). (3 pages)
. Preliminary Detection Limit -
?ati A;l:?:;fial Analyte Action Level Requirements AtI:;:ur?dcy P';m,’gn
P Meth C*| Meth B | MPL | POL ©q €q
Chem EPA 9010 Cyanide 20" 20 0.25 1 70-130 330
Chem EPA 300.0 Fluoride 200 96 0.2 1 70-130 +30
Chem IC 353.1" and EPA | Nitrate and 4,400 4,400 0.02 0.2 70-130 +30
300.0 nitrate/nitrite as N
Chem IC 353.1" and EPA. | Nitrite and 330 330 0.2 i 70-130 +30
300.0 nitrate/nitrite as N
Chem EPA 300.0 Phosphate N/A® N/A® 0.6 6 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 300.0 Sulfate 25,000 [ 25,000 2 10 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 9030 Sulfide N/A N/A 4 20 70-130 30
Chem EPA 9045 pH N/A N/A N/A N/A 70-130 +30
Chem Field measurement | pH N/A N/A j?;IIA N/A N/A N/A
) Preliminary Detection Limit -
?ata A;{alt);"tl;al Analyte Action Level Requirements A(I:;:ur:;y P;:'m,'gn
ype etho Meth C' [Meth B| MDL | POQL €d “q
Organic Chemicals, in mg/kg
Chem EPA 8260 Acetone 175 80 0.05 0.01 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 8260 1-Butanol {butyl 350 160 0.4 1 70-130 +30
‘ alcohol)
Chem EPA 8260 2-butanone {(MEK) 1030 480 0.003 0.01 70-130 30
Chem EPA 8260 as TIC | Butylated hydroxy N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
toluene
Chem EPA 8260 Carbon tetrachioride 0.337 0.0337 § 0.001 0.005 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 8260 Chloroform 7.17 0.717 | 0.001 0.005 70-130 +30
(trichloromethane)
Chem EPA 8260 Decane N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
as TIC
Chem EPA 8260 Dichloromethane 0.5 0.5 0.602 0.005 70-130 30
(methylene chloride)
Chem EPA 8260 as TIC | Ethanol N/A N/A N/A N/A 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 8260 Halogenated N/A N/A 0.002 0.005 70-130 +30
) hydrocarbons
Chem EPA 8260 Hexanone (MIBK) 64 140 | N/A N/A N/A N/A
Chem EPA 8260 as TIC | Propanol {isopropyl N/A N/A | NA N/A N/A N/A
alcohol) :
Chem EPA 8260 Toluene 100 100} 0.001 0.005 70-130 £30
Chem EPA 8260 Xylene 1,000 1,000 [0.001 0.005 70-130 30
Chem EPA 8260 1,1,1-trichloroethane 20 20 [ 0.001 0.003 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 8260 1,1.2-trichloroethane 0.3 0.0768 §0.001 0.005 70-130 +30
Chem EPA 8270 Tributyl phosphate N/A NA | 04 4 70-130 30
Chem EPA 8080/8082 Polychlorinated . 65° 0.5 |0.00 0.1 70-130 +30
biphenyls (PCBs)
Chem NWTPH-Dx Kerosene, normal N/A N/A [0.5 5 70-130 +30
modified for paraffin
kerosene range hydrocarbons,
paraffin ‘
hydrecarbons, Shell
E-2342 (napthalene
and paraffin),
Soltrol-170 (CigHas
to C|6H34), puriﬁed
kerosene, diesel fuel
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Table B2-2. Analytical Performance Requirements - Deep Zone Soils
(=15 ft bgs). (3 pages)

. Preliminar Detection Limit -
’?at:: A&?g:;zal Analyte Action Levzl Requirements A;:;::r?dcy P;:’:'S,'ém
YP Meth C°| Meth B | MDL | PQL 9 9
Soil Physical Properties
Phys ASTM D2216 Moisture content N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
(W1%) '
Phys ASTM D422 Particle size N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
distribution (wt%)
Phys BHI-EE-01 Lithology N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Phys Field Measurement] Hydraulic Gradient N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
- Note: Detection limits in this table are based on optimal conditions. Interferences and different matrices may

significantly degrade the values shown.
* AmAEA, PuAEA, UAEA, NpAEA, ThAEA -- chemical sepa:anon electro/microprecipitation deposition,
alpha energy analysis via Si barrier detector.
Method C values are based on Mode! Toxics Control Act (MTCA) industrial standards.
Based on Hanford Site background values.
First value shown is via routine inductively coupled plasma (ICP), second value via “trace™ ICP.
The RESRAD mode} for the 100 Areas remedial design/remedial action or 100-N Area corrective measures study predicts
that this constituent will not reach groundwater in 1,000 years. It is anticipated that the same will be true in the 200 Areas.
¢ The lead value is based on the Guidance Manual for the Integrated Exposure Uptake Biokinetic Medel for Lead in Children
(EPA 1994c).
b Method is from EPA (1984).
There are no values for these scenarios at this time. They will be developed in the remedial investigation/feasibility
study process.
o = alpha analysis
B = beta analysis
v = gamma analysis
N/A ='not applicable
GeLi = lithinm-drifted germanium detector
HPGe = high-purity germanium
KPA = kinetic phosphorescence analysis
MDL = maximuom detection limit
PQL = practical quantitation limit

a o o o
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Table B2-3. Sample Preservation, Container, and Holding Time Guidelines. (2 pages)

Analytical Method |  Analytes A;:ig:il:;l NumbeBrorleType Volume® | Preservation Retl;:iit.r'r:%n s Holding Time
Radionuclides
GelVHPGe Americium- 10 I G/P g Noene None 6 months
AmAEA? 241
Gross alpha, GPC | Gross alpha TBD 1 G/P 10¢g None None 6 months
Gross beta, GPC Gross beta TBD 1 G/P 10g None None 6 months
Gamma Cesium-137, 1 1 G/P 1,500¢g None None 6 months
spectroscopy Cobalt-60,
Euvropium-
152,134, 153;
Radium-228
PrAEA® Isotopic 3 1 G/P 10g None None 6 months
plutonium
ThAEA® Isotopic 6 1 G/P 6g None None 6 months
thorium
UAEA® Isotopic ° 1 GIP g None None 6 months
uragtivm
NpAEA® Neptunium- 7 1 G/P 10g None None 6 months
237 ‘ ’
Chem Separation Nickel-63¢ 4 1 G/rP g - None None 6 menths
Liq Scintillation
RADSr Total 2 1 G/P 10g None None 6 months
radioactive
strontium
Chem Separation Technetium- 4¢ 1 GP 6g None None 6 months
Lig Scintillation 99°
KPA Total uranium® 3 1 G/P 6g None None 6 months
Chem Separation Tritium — H3° 4° ] G 100 ¢ None None 6 months
Liq Scintillation
Inorganic Chemicals
1CP metals - 6010A | ICP metals 4 1 G/P 230¢ None None 6 months
ICP metals — 6010A | ICP metals 4 1 G/P 15¢ None None & months
(TAL) (TAL)
EPA 7196 Hexavalent 13 1 G/P 500 mL None Cool 4°C 30 days
chromium
EPA 7471 Mercury— 12 1 G 125¢ None None 28 days
cY)
EPA 6010 Total cyanide 16 1 G 40g None Cool 4°C 14 days
EPA 350.1 Ammonia 15 1 G/P 300 mL None . Cool 4°C 28 days
EPA 300.0 and IC | Nitrate and 7 1 G/P 250 g None None 28 days/48
353.1 nitrite and hours
nitrrate/nitrite
as N
EPA 9030 Sulfide 11 1 G 40g None Cool 4°C 7 days
pH (soil} — 9045 pH (soil} - 17 ) G/P 250 g None None ASAP
9045
Chem Field pH 17 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
measurement
Organic Chemicals
EPA 8260 (TCL) VOA (TCL) 18 1 G S0¢ None Cool 4°C 14 days
EPA 8270A SVOA 3 1 aG 250 g None Cool 4°C 14/40 days
(TCL)
EPA 8082 PCBs 14 1 aG 250¢ Nong Cool 4°C 14/40 days
NWTPH-Dx TPH - diesel 9 1 G 200 ¢ None Cool 4°C 14 days
modified for range

kerosene range
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Table B2-3. Sample Preservation, Container, and Holding Time Guidelines. (2 pages)

Analytical Method Analytes A}',‘:i]g:i':;ﬂ Numbg'ofmeType Yolume® | Preservation Re:uaicrt::gents Holding Time
Physical Properties
ASTM D2216 Moistore 19 1 G/P 1,000 g None None None
’ content
ASTM D422 Particle size 20 1 G/P TBD None None None
‘ distribution
TBD Lithology TBD TBD TBD TBD None None Nonge
a

<

d

sample size will be defined in the Sampling Authorization Form.
Uranium will be analyzed for total abundance in all samples; any samples with values significantly above background levels will be
analyzed for individual species (UAEA).
These radionuclides are constituents of concern in the deep zone only, and will only be analyzed for in the deeper borehole samples (>23 fi).
Their analytical priority will be the same as ICP metals (4).
AmAEA, PuAEA, UAEA, NpAEA, ThAEA -- chemical separation, electro/microprecipitation deposition, alpha energy analysis via Si bartie

G=glass
P = plastic
aG = amber glass

ASAP = as soon as possible

CV =cold vapor

GFAA = graphite fumace atomic absorption
GeLi = lithium-drified germanium detector
HPGe = high-purity germanium
KPA = kinetic phosphorescence analysis
TBD = 10 be determined
TCL = target compound list
TAL = target analyte list
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B3.0 FIELD SAMPLING PLAN

B3.1 SAMPLING OBJECTIVES

- The primary objective of the field sampling plan (FSP) is to clearly identify and describe
sampling and analysis activities that will be conducted to resolve decision rules identified in
Step 5 of the DQO process (see Section B1.5.2). Decision rule statements indicate that remedial
action will be necessary if risks to human health and the environment are unacceptable pursuant
to the Model Toxics Control Act MTCA), CERCLA, and dangerous waste regulations
(Washington Administrative Code [WAC] 173-303). The field activities described in this section
are intended to address and resolve these decision rules. The FSP uses the sampling design =~
proposed in DQO Step 7 (BHI 1999 [pending review]) and describes pertinent elements of the
sampling program. Sampling methods, procedures, locations, frequencies, and depths are
identified in this section. '

Four deep boreholes and 10 test pits (or shallow auger borings) will be excavated to characterize
the four waste sites in the 200-CS-1 OU. Samples will be collected to determine if residual
contamination remains in the soil column that is attributable to past operation of liquid disposal
units in the 200 Areas.

Soil samples will be collected from the vadose zone and analyzed for a suite of chemical and
radiological components; samples collected from boreholes-will be analyzed for selected
physical properties. A split-spoon sampler will be the primary sampling device used for the
boreholes (or auger borings); test pits shall be excavated and sampled with an excavator. The
locations of planned and historical boreholes and the planned test pits are shown in Figures B3-1
through B3-3.

B3.2 FIELD MEASUREMENTS
B3.2.1 Surface Radiation Survey

A surface radiation survey shall be performed at each waste site. The survey shall be performed
to document existing surface contamination and to support preparation of supporting health and
safety documentation. Surface radiation surveys shall be conducted by qualified RCTs in
accordance with applicable health and safety procedures. A survey report will be prepared for
each site. Surveys shall be performed according to BHI-EE-05, Procedure 2.4, “Operation of the
Man-Carried Radiological Detection System,” and Procedure 2.5, “Operation of the Mobile
Surface Contamination Monitoring System,” or other applicable approved procedures. A post-
sampling survey will also be performed at each sampling site to ensure that sampling activities
have not contributed to surface contamination.

B3.2.2 Soil Screening

All samples and cuttings from boreholes and test pits will be field screened for evidence of
radioactive contamination by the RCT or other qualified personnel. Surveys of these materials
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shall be conducted visually and with field instruments. Potential screening instruments are listed
in Table B3-1 with their respective detection limits. The RCT shall record all field
measurements, noting the depth of the sample and the instrument reading.

Prior to excavation or drilling, a local area background reading will be taken with the field
screening instruments at a background site to be selected in the field. Field screening of
excavated soil or drill cuttings will be used to identify the bottom of the ditch, pond, or trench
where contamination is expected to be greatest (i.e., the top of the sediment layer); to adjust
sampling points; to assess the lateral extent of contamination perpendicular to the length of a
ditch; to assist in determining sample shipping requirements; and to support worker health and
safety monitoring. The site geologists will use professional judgment, screening data, and the
information provided in Tables B3-2 through B3-5 to finalize sampling interval decisions.

The action level for radionuclide screening is twice background, and the action level for volatile
organic screening is 5 ppm. Field screening for volatile organic analytes will not be performed
except for health and safety concerns. Intervals above these action levels will be referred to as
“hot spots” and will be assessed for sampling by the field geologist. Samples exceeding

0.5 mrem/hr will be stored at a temporary radioactive material storage area until shipment to the
laboratory.

Field screening insfnnnents will be used, maintained, and calibrated in accordance with the
manufacturer’s specifications and other approved procedures. The field geologist will record
field screening results on the borehole log.

B3.3 SOIL SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS
The following sections discuss the details of sampling soil from boreholes and test pits.

B3.3.1 Borehole Sampling and Analysis

Chemical, radiological, and physical samples shall be collected from four deep boreholes, one at
each of the four sampling sites. Boreholes will be drilied in the following locations (shown in
Figures B3-1 through B3-3):

. 216-A-29 Ditch. - At the influent (south) end of the ditch, just downstream of the
approximate intersection of the cooling water and chemical sewer streams. The borehole
will be advanced to a depth just above the water tablc which is expected to be -
encountered around 72 m (235 ft) bgs.

. 216-B-63 Trench. - At the influent (west) end of the trench, where effluent discharges
from the pipeline. The borehole will be advanced to a depth of 31 m (100 ft)." Drilling
will not be conducted beyond this depth because an existing borehole is located in the
vicinity of the trench.

. 216-8-10 Ditch. - At a location about half way between the influent (northeast) and
_ effluent ends of the ditch, where the sides of the ditch have been stabilized. The borehole
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will not be located at the influent end of the ditch because the slope is too steep to allow
equipment access.! The borehole will be advanced to just above the water table, which is
expected to be encountered around 69 m (225 ft) bgs.

. 216-S-10 Pond. - Borehole sampling at the 216-S-10 Pond will be integrated with the
installation of a downgradient RCRA interim status groundwater monitoring well and
will be located as close to the edge and influence of the waste site as possible.

At the ditch and trench sites, the borehole will be located at the approximate center of the ditch
where the center of the channel is expected. Methods that may be used to locate the ditch center
include excavating a shallow trench perpendicular to the sides of the ditch/trench and using field
screening measurements (i.e., beta/gamma activity) and/or visual observations, Hanford
Geologic Information System coordinates, or using instrumentation such as ground-penetrating
radar.

Borehole sample collection shall be guided by the sampling scheme illustrated in Figure B3-4 for
a typical borehole. Site-specific sampling schedules are presented in Tables B3-2 through B3-5.
The intent of the sampling design is to begin sample collection at the top of the historical
sediment layer, at the original bottom of the unit. The exception to this is the 216-S-10 Pond
borehole that will be located outside of the pond proper. This borehole will be sampled
beginning at 15.3 m (50 ft). A test pit will be located at the influent to the pond in order to
obtain shallow zone soil samples in the area where there is potentially the most contamination.
The top of the sediment layer will be identified by retrieving soil samples and examining the
samples using radiological field screening measurements for beta/gamma activity and by visual
inspection of the soil. Itis anticipated that the top of the sediment layer will be intercepted about
0.6 to 2.4 m (2 to § ft) bgs. A 0.6-m (2-ft) interval of soil using split-spoon samples will be
collected at each depth for boreholes. ‘

Borehole soil samples will be collected at the following depths:

. Five shallow zone samples will be collected from the top of the sediment layer to 3.1 m
(10 ft) below the top of the sediment layer, at 0.76-m (2.5-ft) intervals.” Based on the
expected depth of the top of the sediment layer, the bottom of the last interval sample (3.1
to 3.7 m [10 to 12 ft] below the top of the sediment layer) would correspond to a depth of
4.3 10 6.1 m (14 to 20 ft) bgs.

. Deep zone (greater than 4.6 m [15 ft] bgs) samples will be collected at 6.1 to 7.6 m (20
and 25 ft) bgs. If either of these samples that have the ground surface as the reference
coincide with sampling intervals collected with reference to the top of the sediment layer,
one sample will be sufficient.

! A shallow test pit is planned at the influent end of the 216-D-10 Ditch, which will be excavated using hand-held
gquipment.

? Sample depths refer to the top of the 0.6 m (2-f) interval of soil at that location (¢.g., a sample collected at 3.1 m
{10 ft] below the top of the sediment layer will correspond to the interval from 3.1 t0 3.7 m [10to 12 ft] below the
top of the sediment layer).
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. Deep zone samples will be collected at 15.3 m (50 ft) bgs, and at 15.3-m (50-ft) intervals
to groundwater, with the exception of 216-B-63, which will not be collected below
30.5 m (100 ft) bgs. In addition, one sample will be collected at the historic high
groundwater table at the three boreholes that will be constructed to groundwater:
216-A-29 Ditch, 216-S-10 Pond, and 216-S-10 Ditch. These samples will be used to
determine if residual contamination remains in the soil column that is attributable to past
operation of liquid disposal units in the 200 Areas.

The top of the sediment layer is a critical sample point because the highest levels of
contamination are expected to be encountered at this location and because sampling will be
initiated from this soil horizon. Samples 4.6 m (15 ft) and 7.6 m (25 ft)bgs are critical because
they delineate the highest to moderate levels of contamination and because they are subject to
both direct exposure and groundwater/river protection MTCA cleanup standards.! Soil samples
collected at 7.6 m (25 ft) bgs are also considered critical sampling points to evaluate remedial
alternatives at sites where containment is a viable remedy (i.e., the 216-B-63 Trench and
216-S-10 Pond). Sample from depths greater than 7.6 m (25 ft) bgs will be used to verify the site
conceptual model and to evaluate remedial action alternatives and groundwater impacts. Drilling
and sampling will stop when the water table is encountered. Geologic logging will be performed
at all boreholes to generate lithology data for borehole logs.

Sampling will be performed in accordance with BHI-EE-01, Procedure 4.0, “Soil and Sediment -
Sampling,” using a split-spoon sampler. The split-spoon samplers will be equipped with four
separate stainless-steel or lexan liners. Site personnel will not overdrive the sampling device.
With the exception of samples for volatile organic analysis, soil shall be transferred to a
pre-cleaned, stainless-steel mixing bowl, homogenized, then containerized in accordance with
the sampling procedure. Samples collected for volatile organic analysis and shall be transferred
directly from the liners to an appropriate container without mixing the sample.

Chemical and radiological analytes of interest are presented in Table B2-1, for soils at depths of
up to 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs, and Table B2-2 for deeper soils. Dangerous waste generation is not
expected at this OU (a contained-in determination is expected for listed waste hydrazine). One
possible exception may be at the 216-A-29 Ditch, where relatively high lead concentrations have
been reported in past sampling efforts (see Section 3.1.1.3 of the work plan). Should high total
lead values (over 100 mg/kg) be encountered in samples, a toxic characteristic leaching
procedure test will be given high priority for performance on remaining sample material to
ascertain whether the material must be disposed of as dangerous waste. If generated, the
concentrations of any underlying hazardous constituents will be evaluated against applicable
regulatory requirements. If sample volume requirements cannot be met, samples will be
collected according to the priority presented in Table B2-3. Radiological and chemical samples
will always take precedence over physical property samples.

! The sample obtained at 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs is considered a critical sample due to its significance to remedial actions
under MTCA (WAC 173-303-340-740{6][c]). This sample, however, will be encompassed by a shallow zone
interval, therefore, it is not specifically called out here. '
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Physical property samples shall be collected from boreholes to provide site-specific values to
support RESidual RADioactivity Dose Model (RESRAD) efforts. Soil properties of interest are
lithology, particle-size distribution, and moisture content. Samples for physical properties that
require an undisturbed sample shall generally be collected with a split-spoon sampler equipped
with four separate stainless-steel or lexan liners. Samples will be analyzed in accordance with
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) methods, which are listed in Table B2-3
(ASTM 1993). Physical property samples shall be collected at all major geologic units at the
four borehole locations. Requirements for the collection of physical property samples are also
listed in Tables B3-2 through B3-5.

Investigation-derived waste (IDW) generated during this activity will be handled in accordance
with the procedures identified in Section B2.0 and in the waste control plan (which can be found
in Appendix C of the work plan).

B3.3.2 Test Pit (Auger) Sampling and Analysis

Chemical and radiological samples shall be collected from test pits (or shallow auger borings) at
the four sampling sites. At 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-B-63 Trench, and 216-8-10 Ditch, two test pits
will be excavated; four will be excavated at 216-S-10 Pond. Sampling locations are shown in
Figures B3-1 through B3-3.

Sample collection at test pits shall be guided by the samphng scheme illustrated in Figure B3-5
for a typical test pit. (Actual sampling frequencies may vary depending on the thickness of
backfill placed over the ditch, trench, or pond.) Site-specific sampling schedules are presented in
Tables B3-2 through B3-5. Sampling depths are similar to those for the boreholes, except that

- the maximum sampling depth varies by site (up to 7.6 m {25 ft] bgs). If contamination is
observed during the excavation process via field screening equipment at the maximum sampling
depth, an additional deeper sample will be attempted (depending on the limitations of the
excavating equipment) for further resolution of the vertical contamination concentration profile.
Similar to sampling at the boreholes, samples shall be collected for chemical and radiological
analysis beginning at the top of the sediment layer at the bottom of the ditch, trench, or pond,
which will be identified using radiological field screening measurements, visual observation of
soil, and the professional judgment of the site geologist.

Samples at all test pit locations (with the exception of the test pit at the influent end of the
216-D-10 Ditch [see below]) shall be collected as follows:

. Five shallow zone samples will be collected from the top of the sedlment layerto 3.1 m
(10 ft) below the top of the sediment layer, at 0.76-m (2.5-ft) intervals.!

. At 216-B-63 Trench and 216-S-10 Pond, soil samples will be collected at 6.1 and 7.6 m
(20 and 25 ft) bgs. If either of these samples coincide with sampling intervals collected
with reference to the top of the sediment layer, one sample will be sufficient.

! The depth corresponds to the top of the soil interval (a 0.3-m [1-ft] interval for test pits; a 0.6-m [2-fi] interval if an
auger is used).
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. Critical sampling depths are at the top of the sediment layer, within the shallow interval
samples to approximately 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs, and at 7.6 m (25 ft) for 216-B-63 Trench and
216-S-10 Pond.

At the influent (northeast) end of 216-S-10 Ditch, the sides of the ditch have not been stabilized -
and the slope is too steep for heavy equipment. Therefore, a shallow test pit will be accessed at
this location using hand augers and shovels. Two soil samples will be collected: one sample at
the bottom of the ditch, and one sample approximately 0.6 to 0.9 m (2 to 3 ft) below the bottom
of the ditch.

Sampling will be performed in accordance with BHI-EE-01, Procedure 4.0, “Soil and Sediment
Sampling,” using the excavator bucket or a split-spoon sampler, as applicable. If an excavator
bucket is used as the sampling device, samples will be collected directly from the excavator
bucket, which will target the interval 0.3 m (1 ft) below the specified sampling depth. If an
auger borehole is used to collect samples, samples will be collected in 0.6-m (2-ft) segments, as
described for the boreholes. Chemical and radiological analytes of interest are presented in
Table B2-1 (depths up to 4.6 m [15 ft] bgs) and Table B2-2 (depths greater than 4.6 m [135 fi]
bgs). If sample volume requirements cannot be met, samples will be collected and analyzed in
the sequence shown in Table B2-3. Samples will not be collected to evaluate soil physical
properties.

Test pits shall be excavated in a manner that minimizes the generation of visible emissions (dust)
from the site boundary. To minimize the generation of dust during backhoe operations, water, or
a fixant, shall be sprayed on the site before and during the activity. This contamination control
measure is necessary to prevent the release of contamination to the air and stabilized areas within
the site boundary. If visible emissions cannot be controlled, the activity will be postponed.

Waste generated during this activity will be handled according to procedures listed in
Section B5.0 and in the waste control plan (see Appendix C of the work plan). Wastes will be
disposed at the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility.

B3.3.3 Pre-Shipment Sample Screening

A representative portion of each sample that will be shipped offsite shall be submitted to the
RCF, 222-S Laboratory, or other suitable onsite laboratory for total activity analysis. Total
activities will be utilized for sample pre-shipment characterization. Samples that slightly exceed
the offsite laboratory criterion discussed in Section B2.7.6 may be reduced in volume to allow
offsite shipment. Onsite and offsite laboratories will be identified prior to initiating field
activities and will be mutually acceptable to the ERC’s Sample and Data Management group and
the task lead.

B3.3.4 Summary of Sampling Activities

A summary of the number and types of samples to be collected at all four waste sites is presented
in Table B3-6.
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B3.4 GEOPHYSICAL LOGGING

- New boreholes will be logged with a high-resolution spectral gamma-ray-logging system to

provide continuous vertical logs of gamma-emitting radionuclides, and with a neutron moisture
logging system to provide continuous logs of moisture content. In addition to the logging
performed on the new borings, high-resolution spectral gamma-ray logging are proposed in two
existing wells near the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch (Wells 299-W26-6 and 699-32-77). Other
wells at the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch, 216-B-63 Trench, and 216-A-29 Ditch are not suitable for

" logging because they have annular seals.

The boreholes shall be logged prior to telescoping of casing and before abandonment. The
starting point for logging will be recorded, which is usually the ground surface or the top of the
casing. The site geologist will witness logging runs and verify before and after field calibrations
and repeat log intervals. Geophysical logging shall be performed in accordance with
Environmental Investigations Instruction 11.1, “Geophysical Logging” (WHC 1988), or other
approved procedures.

B3.5 SURVEYING

The location of all planned boreholes and test pits will be surveyed after the sampling and
abandonment activities are completed. Surveys shall be performed according to BHI-EE-01,
Procedure 1.6, “Survey Requirements and Techniques.” Data will be recorded in the North
American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD 1988) and the Washington State Plane (South Zone)
North American Datum of 1983 (NAD 1983), with the 1991 adjustment for horizontal
coordinates. All survey data will be recorded in meters and feet.

B3.6 REVEGETATION

If applicable, test pit and borehole locations shall be revegetated after the pits have been
backfilled. Test pit locations shall be seeded with a mixture of grasses.
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Figure B3-1. Approximate Location of Test Pits and Borehole at 216-A-29 Ditch.
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Figure B3-2. Approximate Locations of Test Pits and Borehole at 216-B-63 Trench.
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Figure B3-3. Approximate Location of Test Pits and Boreholes at 216-S-10 Ditch and
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Figure B3-4. Example Illustration of Borehole Sampling Intervals to Groundwater
for a Typical Ditch, Pond, or Trench.
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Figure B3-5. Example Hlustration of Test Pit Sampling Intervals
for a Typical Ditch, Pond, or Trench.
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Table B3-1. Potential Field Screening Methods.

DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

Mea;:;x::lent Emission Type Method/Instrument Detection Limit
Exposure/dose Beta/gamma RO-20/R0O-03 portable 0.5 mR/br
rate ionization chamber
Contamination Alpha/beta-gamma E-600 ratemeter with 100 dpm o
level SHP380-A/B scintillation probe | 1,000 dpm By
Volatile organic Photoionization detector 2 ppm; may be

compounds

.| higher for some

compounds
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Table B3-2. 216-A-29 Ditch Sampling Schedule.

. Physical Properties
Sample Sample Maximum Sample [nterval Depth (ft} Analyte List Y pert
Colicetion . Depth of Sampl
Methodolo Location Investigation ferval Parameters
EY g BTS bgs® <15 ft bgs >15 ft bgs Intervals
Borehole B8826 B8826 235 0 0-2,2.5-4.5, 5-7, 20-22,25-27, 50- Table B2-1 Table B2-2 1 sample from: Hydraulic
7.5-9.5,10-12 52, 100-102, 150- « Hanford conductivity,
152, 200-202, just formation Unit | particle-size
above water table distribution, bulk
(~235 ft) + Hanford density, total
I sample will be formation Unit 2 porpstity, and t
collected at moisture conten
historic high
groundwater level .
Test Pits AD-1, AD-2 15 ft bgs® 0-1,2.5-3.5, 5-6, N/A Table B2-1 N/A N/A N/A
7.5-8.5, 10-11
Maximum Number of 3
Samples
Approximate Number 4
of Field QC Samples
Approximate Total 27
Number of Samples
Approximate Total
Number of Physical 2

Samples

BTS = below top of sediment

bgs = below ground st
N/A =not applicable
QC = quality control

* If sample interval below ground surface is within 0.6 m (2 ft) of the samples collected below top of sediment, the below ground surface sample will not be collected.

trface

® See Table B2-1 for detection limits and other analytical parameters.
¢ Or 3.7 m (12 fi) beiow the top of the sediment layer, whichever is greater.

4 See Table B3-6 for details of QC samples.
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Table B3-3. 216-B-63 Trench Sampling Schedule.

Physical Properties

Sample Maximum Sample Interval Depth (£t) Analyte List’
‘ ieati arameters
Methodology Investigation BTS bes" <15 11 bgs =15 fi bgs Intervals
Borchole b3827 B8827 100 ft bgs 0-2,2.5-4.5, 5-7, 20-22, 25-27, 50- Table B2-1 Table B2-2 1 sample from; Hydraulic
7.5-9.5, 10-12 52, 98-100 conductivity,
* Hanford particle-size
formation Unit 1 1 4iciribution, bulk
» Hanford density, total
tormation Unit 2 | porosity, and
moisture content
Test Pits BT-1, BT-2 26 ftbgs 0-1,2.5-3.5, 5-6,. 20-21,25-26 Table B2-1 Table B2-2 N/A NIA
7.5-8.5,10-1}

Maximum Number of 23

Samples

Approximate Number r

of Field QC Samples

Approximate Total 27

Number of Samples

Approximate Total

Number of Physical 2

Samples

BTS = below top of sediment
bgs = below ground surface

N/A = not applicable
QC = quality control
A Ifsample interval below ground surface is within 0.6 m (2 f) of the samples collceted below top of sediment, the befow ground surface sample will not be collected.

® See Table B2-1 for detection limits and other analytical parameters.
¢ Sec Table B3-6 for details of QC samples.

vV yeId
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Table B3-4. 216-S-10 Ditch Sampling Schedule.

. Physical Propertics
Sample Sample Maximum Sample Interval Depth (1t} Analyte List" y P
Collection Location Depth of Sample P ¢
ipati - arameters
Methodology Investigation BTS bes* <15 ft bgs >15 It bgs Intervals
Borehole b8828 B8828 225 fi 0-2,2.5-4.5, 5-7, 20-22,25-27, 50- | Table B2-1 Table B2-2 1 sample from: Lithology,
7.5-9.5, 10-12 52, 100-102, 150- « Hanford particle-size
152, 200-202, just formation Unit 1 distribution, and
above water table moisture content
(~225 ) * Hanford '
1 sample will be formation Unit 2
collected at * Plio-
historic high Pleistocene unit
groundwater level - Early Palouse
* Ringold
Formation
Test Pits SD-1 15 ft bgs® 0-1,2.5-3.5, 5-6, N/A Table B2-1 Table B2-2 N/A N/A
7.5-8.5, 10-11

Test Pits SD-2 BTSH3 ftbgs 0-1,2-3 N/A Table B2-1 Table B2-2 N/A N/A
Maximum Number of
Samples 20
Approximate Number 4
of Field QC Samples
Approximate Total 24
Number of Samples
Approximate Total
Number of Physical 4
Samples

BTS = below top of sediment
bgs = below ground surface

N/A = not applicable
QC = quality control

* if sample interval befow ground surface is within 0.6 m (2 1) of the samples collected below top of sediment, the below ground surface sample will not be collected.

* See Table B2-1 for detection limits and other anatytical parameters.
¢ Or 3.7 m (12 ) below the top of the sediment layer, whichever is greater,

4 See Table B3-6 for details of QC samples.
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Table B3-5. 216-5-10 Pond Sampling Schedule.

R Physical Properties
Sample Sample Maximum Sample Interval Depth (ft) Analyte List" y P
Collection . Depth of Sampl
Methodol Location I = vath ample Parameters
ethodology nvestigation BT1S bgs" <15 ft bgs 15 ft bgs Intervals
Borchole B8829 RR829 200 it None 50-52, 100-102, Not applicable Table B2-2 1 sample from: Lithology,
150-152, 198-200, « Hanford particle-size
just above water formation Unit 1 distribution, and
table (~225 fi) moisture content
| le will « Hanford
s:'(;w:; ;;’ mbe formation Unit 2
historic high + Plio-
groundwater level Pleistocene unit
— Early Palonse
+ Ringold
Formation
Test Pits SP-1, SP-2, 26 ftbes 0-1, 2.5-3.5, 5-6, 20-21,25-26 Table B2-1 Table B2-2 N/A N/A
SP-3, SP-4 7.5-8.5, 10-11
Maximum Number of
34
Samples
Approximate Number g
of Ficld QC Samples
Approximate Total 42
Number of Samples
Approximate Total
Numbet of Physical ]

Samples

BTS = below top of sediment
bgs = below ground surface

N/A = not applicable
QC = quality control
* 1f sample intervat below ground surface is within 0.6 m (2 &) of the samples cotlected below top of sediment, tie below ground surface sample will not be ¢cotlected,

® Sec Table B2-1 for detection limits and other analytical parameters.
° See Table B3-6 for defails of QC samples.
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Table B3-6. Summary of Projected Sample Collection Requirements.

216-A-29 | 216-B-63 216-S-10 216-8-10 Project
Ditch Trench Ditch Pond Total
Chemical Parameters
Maximum number of 23 23 20 34 100
characterization samples
Detail of QC samples
Collocated duplicates i 1 1 2 5
Splits 1 1 1 2 5
Equipment blanks 1 1 1 2 5
Trip bianks 1 1 1 2 3
Approximate number of field 4 4 4 3 20
QC samples
Approximate total number of 27 25 24 0 120
samples
Physical Properties
Lithology, particle-size
distribution, and moisture
content 2 2 4 4 12

QC = quality control

B3-18
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B4.0 HEALTH AND SAFETY

All field operations will be performed in accordance with BHI health and safety requirements
outlined in BHI-SH-01, Hanford ERC Environmental, Safety, and Health Program, and in
accordance with the requirements of the Hawford Site Radiological Control Manual (DOE-RL
1996b). In addition, a work control package will be prepared in accordance with BHI-MA-02,
ERC Project Procedures, which will further control site operations. This package will include an
activity hazard analysis, site-specific health and safety plan, and applicable radiological work
permits.

The sampling procedures and associated activities will take into consideration exposure
reduction and contamination control techniques that will minimize the radiation exposure to the .
sampling team as required by BHI-QA-01, ERC Quality Program, and BHI-SH-01, Harnford
ERC Environmental, Safety, and Health Program.

An air monitoring plan will be developed for drilling activities at the 200-CS-1 waste sites. This
plan will be provided in a separate document to Ecology who will then seek concurrence from
the Washington State Department of Health. The plan will address the substantive requirements
(i.e., applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements) for these activities. It will include
quantification of radioactive emissions and implementation of best available radionuclide control
technology, and the plan will also define air monitoring.

B4-1
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B5.0 MANAGEMENT OF INVESTIGATION-DERIVED WASTE

The IDW generated by characterization activities will be managed in accordance with
BHI-EE-10, Waste Management Plan, and Appendix E of the Implementation Plan (DOE-RL
1999) and the waste control plan contained in Appendix C of this work plan. Containment,
labeling, and tracking requirements are specified in BHI-FS-03, Field Support Waste
Management Instructions, Section W-011, “Control of CERCLA and Other Past Practice
Investigation Derived Waste,” and BHI-EE-01, Procedure 5.2, “Test Pit Excavation in
Contaminated Areas,” These procedures have been prepared to implement Ecology’s
requirements found in Strategy for Management of Investigation Derived Waste (Ecology et al.
1999). Management of IDW, mintmization practices, and waste types applicable to 200-CS-1
OU waste control are described in the waste control plan (Appendix C of this work plan).

Unused samples and associated laboratory waste for the analysis will be dispositioned in
accordance with the laboratory contract, which in most cases will require the laboratory to
dispose of this material. The approval of the remedial project manager is required before

* returning unused samples or waste from offsite laboratories.

B5-1



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

B6.0 REFERENCES

40 CFR 830.120, “Quality Assurance Requirements,” Code of Federal Regulations, as amended.
49 CFR, “Transportation,” Code of Federal Regulations, as amended.

ASTM, 1993, 1993 Annual Book of ASTM Standards, Volume 04.08, American Society for
Testing and Materials, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

BHI, 1999, 200-CS-1 Chemical Sewer Operable Unit DQO Process Summary Report,
BHI-01276, Rev. 0, U.S. Department of Energy, Richiand Operations Office, Richland, -
Washington. (pending review)

BHI-EE-01, Environmental Investigations Procedures, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland,
Washington.

BHI-EE-02, Environmental Requirements, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.
BHI-EE-05, Field Screening Procedures, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.
BHI-EE-10, Waste Management Plan, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.

BHI-FS-03, Field Support Waste Management Instructions, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland,
Washington.

BHI-MA-02, ERC Project Procedures, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.
BHI-QA-01, ERC Qﬁality Program, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.

BHI-QA-03, ERC Quality Assurance Program Plans, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland,
Washington.

BHI-SH-01, Hanford ERC Environmental, Safety, and Health Program, Bechtel Hanford, Inc.,
Richland, Washington.

BHI-SH-02, Safety and Health Procedures, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.

BHI-SH-04, Radiological Control Work Instructions, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland,
Washington.

BHI-SH-05, Industrial Hygiene Work Instructions, Bechtel Hanford, Inc., Richland, Washington.

Bé6-1



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

DOE Order 5700.6¢, Quality Assurance, as amended, U.S. Department of Energy,
Washington, D.C.

DOE-RL, 1996a, Hanford Analytical Services Quality Assurance Requirements Documents
(HASQARD), DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 0, U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations
Office, Richland, Washington.

DOE-RL, 1996b, Hanford Site Radiological Control Manual (HSRCM), DOE/RL-96-109,
Rev. 0, U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office, Richland, Washington.

DOE-RL, 1997, Waste Site Grouping for 200 Areas Soil Investigations, DOE/RL-96-81, Rev. 0,
" U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office, Richland, Washington.

DOE-RL, 1999, 200 Areas Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Implementation Plan ~
Environmental Restoration Program, DOE/RL-98-28, Rev. 0, U.S. Department of
Energy, Richland Operations Office, Richland, Washington.

Ecology, EPA, and DOE, 1990, Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order
(Tri-Party Agreement), 2 vols., as amended, Washington State Department of Ecology,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and U.S. Department of Energy, Olympia,
Washington.

Ecology, EPA, and DOE, 1999, Strategy for Management of Investigation Derived Waste,

Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
U.S. Department of Energy, Olympia, Washington.

EPA, 1984, Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes, EPA-600/4-79-020, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, D.C.

EPA, 1994a, Guidance for the Data Quality Objectives Process, EAP QA/G-4, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Washington, D.C.

EPA, 1994b, EPA Requirements for Quality Assurance Project Plans for Environmental Data
Operations, QA/R-5, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Quality Assurance
Division, Washington, D.C.

EPA, 1994¢, Guidance Manual for the Integrated Exposure Uptake Biokinetic Model for Lead in
Children, EPA/540/R-93/081, Publication Number 9285.7-15, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Washington D.C.

NAD, 1983, Washington State Plane (Zone South) North American Datum of 1983.

NAVD, 1988, North American Vertical Datum of 1988.

WAC 173-303, “Dangerous Waste Regulations,” Washington Administrative Code, as amended.

B6-2



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

WHC, 1988, Environmental Investigations Instructions, WHC-CM-7-7, Westinghouse Hanford
Company, Richland, Washington.

WHC, 1993a, Data Validation Procedures for Radiological Analysis, WHC-SD-EN-SPP-001,
Rev. 1, Westinghouse Hanford Company, Richland, Washington.

WHC, 1993b, Data Validation Procedures for Chemical Aralysis, WHC-SD-EN-SPP-002,
Rev. 2, Westinghouse Hanford Company, Richland, Washington.

B6-3



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

APPENDIX C

WASTE CONTROL PLAN



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A



LB/ RL-YY-44
Draft A

WASTE CONTROL PLAN Page 1.0f 2

Work Scope Description: 200-CS-1 Chemical Sewer Operable Unit (OU) characterization. Characterization will be performed at four
waste sites: 216-A-29 Diich, 216-B-63 Trench, 216-5-10 Ditch, and 216-5-10 Pond. The scope of activities involves the excavation of nine
test pits and/or shallow auger holes and the drilling of four deep boreholes. Soil samples from the vadose zone will be collected and
analyzed for radiological and chemical contaminants of potential concern and physical properties of interest.

List Constituents of Concern: 200-CS-1 contaminants of potential concern consist of radionuclides, inorganics, and volatile organic
and semi-volatile compounds. Contaminanis of potential concern are identified in Table B2-1 of the Sampling and Analysis Plan (Appendix
B of DOE/RL-99-44). :

Site Description: The 200-CS-1 OU waste sites are located on the Hanford Site in southeastern Washington State in the vicinity of the
200 East and 200 West Areas. These four waste sites to be characterized received mostly chemical sewer water from a variety of 200 Area
operations. Figures C-1 through C-3 show the specific locations of waste sites in 200-CS-1 as well as sample locations.
Investigation-derived waste will only be generated at 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-B-63 Trench, 216-8-10 Ditch, and 216-8-10 Pond. Additional
information on each of the four sites is presented in the Appendix B of the 200-CS-1 Work Plan and Sampling and Analysis Plan
(DOE/RL-99-44).

Reference: 200-CS-1 Work Plan (DOE/RL-99-44) Rev 0 Date

Approved

Preparer: Chris Cearlock Date Impact Level
PRINT/SIGN NAME N/A

Project Task B. H. Ford IDW Coordinater: B. D. Schilperoort

Lead
Planmed Drilling Start and Finish Dates: From 2/4/00 To 7/18/00
Waste Storage Facility ID Number(s) N/A
Field Screening Methods
Method Frequency Reference Detection Range Analyst
PID, 11-7eVV Continuous DOE/RL-99-44, 0 to 1,000 ppm 850
lamp Appendix B
Beta-gamma Continuous DOE/RL-99-44, 100 dpm alpha RCT
detector Appendix B probe/1,000 dpm
beta probe
Dose rate, Continuous DOE/RL-99-44, 0.5 mR/hr RCT
beta-gamima Appendix B
Laboratory Methods (Constituents of concern)
Method Frequency Reference Detection Range Analyst
See Tables B2-1 See Tables B3-3 DOE/RL-99-44, See Tables B2-1 Offsite
and B2-2 through B3-5 Appendix B and B2-2 Laboratory
BHI-FS-068 (85/99)
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WASTE CONTROL PLAN Page2 of 2

Drill Site Coordinate Location: 216-A-29 Ditch — E575650, N135887 to E576246, N136626. 216-B-63 trench —
E574103, N137230 1o E574573, N137086. 216-S-10 Ditch and 216-5-10 Pond — E566911, N133764 to E566346,
N133165.

Waste Container Storage Area(s) Coordinate Location(s): 216-A-29 Ditch E575846, N135902.
216-B-63 trench — E574147, N137216. 216-5-10 Ditch and 216-5-10 Pond ~ E566393, N133273. Also sees
Figures C-1 through C-3.

Requirements for Soil Pile Sampling (if any): Not applicable — Spoils will be returned to the excavated area
upon completion of sampling of the trenches.

Nonregulated Material Disposal Location(s): A Subtitle D landfill. Nonregulated soil and liquid
{decontamination fluid) may be returned/disposed to the ground at or near point of excavation, the location of which
will be documented in the field logbook.

Sketch of Work Site: Figures C-1 through C-3 identify planned sample locations for test pits and boreholes and
waste container storage aréa(s) at 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-B-63 trench, 216-8-10 Ditch, and 216-8-10 Pond,
respectively.

APPROVALS (Print/Sign Name and Date)

Lead Regulatory Agency Representative ~ IDW Coordinator

DOE-RL Cognizant Field Engineer

BHI-FS-068 (05/95)
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C1.0 DESCRIPTION OF WORK

This waste control plan governs the management of investigation-derived waste (IDW) at the
216-A-29 Ditch, 216-B-63 Trench, 216-S-10 Ditch, and 216-S-10 Pond (Figures C-1 through
C-3). All of the sites are Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA) treatment,

~ storage, and disposal (TSD) units. These waste sites are located in the 200-CS-1 Chemical
Sewer Operable Unit (OU). These sites are being characterized to provide data needed to refine
the site conceptual model, support an assessment of risk, and select remedial alternatives. The
scope of activities involves the excavation of 10 test pits and/or shallow auger holes and the
drilling of 4 boreholes. Soil samples will be collected and analyzed for radiological and
chemical contaminants of potential concern and physical properties.

Any wastes generated from this project will be managed in accordance with BHI-FS-03, Field
Support Waste Management Instructions, Work Instruction W-011, “Control of CERCLA and
Other Past Practice Investigation-Derived Waste,” which identifies the requirements and
responsibilities for containment, labeling, and tracking of IDW. This procedure was developed o
comply with the Environmental Restoration Program Strategy for Management of Investigation
Derived Waste (Ecology et al. 1999). An overview of this strategy is presented in Appendix E of
the 200 Areas Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Implementation Plan — Environmental
Restoration Program (DOE-RL 1999). The control of soil and decontamination fluid IDW from
test pits is detailed in BHI-EE-01, Environmental Investigations Procedures, Section 5.2, “Test
Pit Excavation in Contaminated Areas.” The control of soil, slurry, decontamination fluid, and
purgewater IDW from the soil boring and well installation is detailed in BHI-EE-01,

Section 1.11 “Purgewater Management,” Section 6.1 “Drilling and Sampling in Radiological
Contaminated Areas,” and Section 6.2, “Field Cleaning and/or Decontamination of Drilling
Equipment.”

Waste will be minimized by returning of test pit spoils back in the excavated area and
nonregulated soils (i.e., below dangerous waste limits and the Model Toxics Control Act
[MTCA] soil cleanup standards) to the ground at or near the waste site, decontamination of
equipment for reuse, and compaction of miscellaneous solid waste (MSW), as defined in the
Environmental Restoration Program Strategy for Management of Investigation-Derived Waste
{Ecology et al. 1999), to the extent practicable.

Cl.1 WASTE STREAM

Expected wastes include contaminated soils; decontamination fluid; purgewater; slurry waste;
and MSW such as disposable personal protection equipment, sampling equipment, wipes, rags,
paper, and plastic. Materials will be screened in the field with instruments, and wastes will be
segregated and managed in accordance with requirements presented below. Soil and
groundwater samples will be analyzed at a laboratory for the constituents presented in

Table B3-2 of the Sampling and Analysis Plan (Appendix B of DOE/RL-99-44).

C-1



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

C1.2 WASTE GENERATION AND MANAGEMENT

As stated in Section 2.4.2.4 of the 200 Areas Implementation Plan (DOE-RL 1999), the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA)
permitting exemption for onsite activities will be extended to CERCLA, RCRA past practice
(RPP), and TSD units (e.g., air permits will not be required), except that RPP and TSD units will
be incorporated into the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit. Therefore, requirements such as 90-day
accumulation will not apply to IDW generated from these TSD units.

All waste generated will be recorded in a logbook, with details such as the location and type of
waste, depth of sample, date of initial placement into container, date the container was sealed, .
and Package Identification Number (PIN). The wastes shall be segregated, where appropriate,
based on action levels in Section C1.2.4 or as directed by the field team leader. Under no
circumstances should clean soil/material be mixed with contaminated soil.

Wastes will be stored in one of three designated areas referred to as Central Waste Container
Storage Areas (CWCSA), which are shown in Figures C-1 through C-3. IDW will be stored at
these areas until analytical data are evaluated for proper waste designation. If the IDW meets the
waste acceptance criteria, it and will be disposed of at the Environmental Restoration Disposal
Facility (ERDF).

Details on the types and management of expected wastes are provided in the following
subsections.

C1.2.1 Miscellaneous Solid Waste

The MSW will be placed into a plastic bag and taped closed. The bag will be labeled with the
borehole or test pit number where the waste was generated and placed in appropriately labeled
drums or boxes in the appropriate designated storage area. The containers will be managed as
potentially hazardous waste and will be dispositioned using analytical results or process
knowledge associated with the contaminated media contacted.

C1.2.2 Vadose Zone Drill Cuttings

Drill cuttings will be screened using field instruments and contained in galvanized drums with
10-mil reinforced plastic liners as required for potentially mixed waste. Because contaminated
soil is expected to be intercepted in discrete intervals in each of the boreholes, the screening
results will be used to segregate the waste. The waste drums will be staged at the designated
storage areas and dispositioned using analytical results or process knowledge.

C1.2.3 Decontamination Fluid

Fluids (water) will generally be used to field decontaminate excavation equipment and sampling
tools. Water used to decontaminate excavation and sampling equipment at test pits will be
discharged into the pit prior to final backfilling with clean soil. Water generated from the
decontamination of drilling equipment will be containerized and managed according to the
Purgewater Agreement.
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C1.2.4 Test Pit Soil

Collection of soils associated with test pits is not required by the lead agency per the
Environmental Restoration Program Strategy for Management of Investigation Derived Waste
(Ecology et al. 1999). Field screening will be used to manage and segregate uncontaminated
soils from contaminated spoils.

Test pits activities will generate three types of IDW: soils, decontamination fluid, and MSW.
-Miscellaneous solid waste and equipment will be managed according to BHI-FS-03,

Section W-011. Soils and decontamination fluids will be managed according to this section and
BHI-EE-01, Section 5.2, “Test Pit Excavation in Contaminated Areas.”

Test pits will be excavated and sampled with a backhoe. Soil removed from the excavation will
be screened and segregated into two piles: clean and contaminated. The contaminated soils will
be stockpiled on 10-mil plastic. The segregation will be based on action levels of 5 ppm for
volatile organic compounds and twice background for radiological contamination. Additional
radiological action levels are specified in Subsection 4.4, E through G of BHI EE-01,

Section 5.2, “Test Pit Excavation in Contaminated Areas.” All test pits shall be backfilled with
soil from the excavation. Soil shall be returned to the test pit in the reverse order of removal
(i.e., the last material removed is placed back into the hole first). The plastic liner may also be
disposed of with the contaminated soils into the test pit to minimize the risk of personnel contact.
Clean soils will be placed on top of the contaminated soils followed by revegetation, if needed.

C1.2.5 Purgewater Waste

All purgewater will be collected and managed in compliance with the Strategy for Handling and
Disposal of Purgewater at the Hanford Site, Washington (DOE 1990) and in accordance with
BHI-EE-01, Section 1.11 “Purgewater Management.”

Purgewater containing constituents in excess of collection criteria will be collected and stored in
purgewater Modutanks. Purgewater containing constituents in concentrations lower than the
collection criteria will be taken to other areas on the site and discharged directly to the soil.

C1.2.6 Slurry Waste

Slurry waste including groundwater slurries and drilling fluids will be containerized, staged at a
designated storage area, and dispositioned using analytical results. Containerized slurry waste
that contains contaminants above established release criteria will be managed in accordance to
BHI-FS-03, Section W-011, “Control of CERCLA and Other Past Practice Investigation Derived
Waste.” Slurry waste containing hazardous and radiological constituents below the release
criteria will be returned to the ground at or near the point of origin.
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C1.3 MANAGEMENT OF WASTE CONTAINERS

Drums containing drill cuttings, decontamination water, purgewater, and slurry waste will be '
stored inside the applicable waste storage area. Containers awaiting analytical results will be
labeled “waste pending analysis” along with the date of initial sampling. Monthly inspections
will occur to assess integrity, container marking/labeling, physical container placement, storage
area boundaries/identification/warning signs, and spill control. Containers showing signs of
deterioration will be identified on the container inspection form (BHI-FS-0136) and immediately
overpacked or repackaged. Spills or releases will be reported in accordance with BHI-MA-02,
ERC Project Procedures. In the event of a spill or release, appropriate immediate action will be
taken to protect human health and the environment. ‘

C1.4 FINAL DISPOSAL/STORAGE

IDW will be stored in a CWCSA until receipt of analytical resuits from the remedial
investigation, and completion of the waste profiling. Waste profiling provides information
concerning each waste stream on a Waste Profile Sheet and reviewed against the Hanford Site
Solid Waste Acceptance Criteria. Characterization and designation will be conducted in
accordance with Attachment 1 of BHI-EE-10, Waste Management Plan. This includes
determination as a listed dangerous waste (WAC 173-303-080, -081, and —082), toxic dangerous
waste (WAC 173-303-100[5]), persistent waste (WAC 173-303-100), regulated for land
disposal, applicability of waste codes (WAC 173-300-090[2}-[8]), presence of polychlorinated
biphenyl (Toxic Substances Control Act of 1976 and WAC 173-303-9904), and in accordance
with ERDF acceptance criteria. Process knowledge may be used to include/exclude a
radiological or chemical contaminant from the project and must be documented in an auditable
manner. Radiological wastes will be determined to be acceptable for near-surface (onsite)
disposal if the concentrations of radionuclides are below those specified in Table 1 or column 3
of Table 2 of Section 61.55 of 10 CFR 61.

IDW waste will be radiologically released when the waste meets applicable release levels.
Waste above release levels that meets the ERDF waste acceptance criteria will be transported to
ERDF for disposal.

Nonradicactive IDW containing hazardous waste constituents below dangerous waste
designation limits and MTCA Method B s0il cleanup standards will be disposed to the ground at
or near point of generation and documented in a field logbook. Waste that exceeds dangerous
waste release or MTCA Method B limits and meets the ERDF waste acceptance criteria will be
disposed at ERDF. IDW that does not meet the ERDF waste acceptance criteria will remain at
the centralized storage area pending disposal at an appropriate facility. A case-by-case disposal
determination will be made in instances where IDW exceeds the ERDF waste acceptance
criteria. '

MSW that does not require disposal at ERDF will be disposed in an appropriate solid waste
disposal facility (Subtitle “D” landfill).



DOE/RL-99-44
Draft A

C1.5 RECORDS

Original copies of all sampling and waste inventory documentation (BHI-FS-038) will be
forwarded to the assigned waste transportation specialist to be included in the waste file and to
initiate waste tracking in the Solid Waste Information Tracking System (SWITS). The waste file
will be submitted to Document and Information Services for inclusion into the project file
following final waste disposition.

Cl.6 ESTIMATE OF IDW QUANTITIES

Estimates of the amount of waste that will be generated during this field investigation are
detailed in Table C-1. These quantities are based on IDW generated during drilling of
borehole 299-E-33-333 at the 216-B-2-2 Ditch, which was drilled to a depth of 76.5 m (251 ft)
below ground surface.
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Figure C-1. Location Map and Waste Container Storage Area for the 216-A-29 Ditch.
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Figure C-2. Location Map and Waste Container Storage Area for the 216-B-63 Trench.
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Figure C-3. Location Map and Waste Container Storage Area
for the 216-S-10 Ditch and 216-S-10 Pond.
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Table C-1. Estimate of Investigation-Derived Waste Quantities.

Soil and Waste Miscellaneous Solid Waste
. Total
Site | Media | Method | Cuttings | Trench | Total | FPE/ | Disposable 4 g 5q
. Trash | Equipment
{gal) Spoils (gal) Waste
(zal) {gaD (gal)
200-CS-1 Soil Drilling 2,400 0 2,400 400 150 555
Liguid Drilling 0 0 0 0 0 0
Soil Test pit 0 0 0 300 70 370
Liquid | Testpit 0 0 0 0 0 ]
2,400 925

PPE = personal protective equipment
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