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UNIT MANAGERS’ MEETING AGENDA
3350 George Washington Way, Room 2A01
July 16, 1997

1:00 p.m. 100 Area

100 Assessment/Design

Burial Ground Task Team (Plans for Management Bneﬁng)
Remaining Sites Task Team

Review of Draft Task Team Agreements

Review of Waste Site Packages

2.,4-D Burial Site Remediation

190-D Chromium Investigation

100-D Ponds Closure Plan Status

y¥'Yy ¥ ¥ v v ¥%

100 Area Remedial Action
. Status of Field Work
Matrix Issue Status
Encapsulation of LDR Material Status
FY 1998 Multi-Year Work Plan
Remedial Des1gn Report (Comments on Rev. 1)
Group 4 Design Status

¥ v ¥ v ¥ ¥

3:00 p.m. 300 Area

> Ren__ledial Action Status
»  Test Pits and Trenches Data
»  Process Trenches Permit Modification

NOTE: The 200 Area UMM for the 200-UP-2 will meet on an as-needed basis per the
November 1996 UMM minutes.

Attachment 1
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Unit Managers’ Meeting Minutes
July 16, 1997

100 AREA

100 Assessment/Design
Burial Ground Task_ Team (plans for management briefin,

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) provided three recommendations: (1)
continue with the proposed plan for the burial grounds, (2) create a mini-Record of Decision
(ROD), or (3) include an expedited response action with next year’s workscope. The EPA
prefers option #1 (meet the milestone and include the sites in the proposed plan). The EPA -
requested a “brown bag” meeting to discuss the waste streams. However, the EPA wants to
discuss what the waste streams will be before the meeting. The EPA believes all necessary
information to make informed decisions has been obtained through the 118-B- 1 Treatability
Study and other bunal grounds work.

The EPA interprets the Tri-Party Agreement milestone for the 100 Areas to state that all sites in
the 100 Areas will have a proposed plan by 1999. The "mini-ROD" concept for the burial

grounds would not allow the milestone to be accomplished. The EPA expects the burial grounds
to be remediated using remove-treat-dispose; if the EPA encounters something they cannot

handle, then they will explore other options.

Remaining Sites Task Team

The EPA indicated that the Remaining Sites list is complete. The EPA said the action and
confirmatory sampling categories in the 100 Area remaining sites waste site tables are okay, but
"other programs” and "rejected” categories may be a problem. The EPA expects septic systems
and inert landfills to go to confirmatory sampling for the remaining sites decision documents.
The EPA’s new approach is that all sepuc tanks are contaminated until proven clean, which
allows EPA to cover all areas.

The EPA wants the Environmental Restoration Contractor (ERC) and the U.S. Department of
Energy, Richland Operatlons Office (RL) to produce the AR document and the proposed plan as
soon as possible so EPA can provide issues to their senior management and lawyers for
concurrence. The ERC/RL must also state that "Discovery" sites will continue to enter the
system and they will be treated using approved procedures. The EPA requested a field meeting
at the 100-F Area on July 22 to discuss waste site dispositions and coordination with -
decontamination and decommissioning activities in the 100-F Area.



Review of Draft Task Team Aggeeménts

No comments. The EPA and the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) still need
to review the June 24 draft agreement package. The agencies will contact RL shortly after the
meeting to indicate concurrence or provide comments. If all concur, the final agreement package
will be attached to the June 1997 Unit Managers® Meeting minutes,

Air Monitoring

If one monitor is down for 24 hours, the location must be located and the Washington State
Department of Health (DOH) must be notified, according to Bechtel Hanford, Inc. (BHI).
Hotspot checks are no longer needed, and monitor locations are okay. The EPA’s proposal to
DOH: Question the 24-hour requirement; if a 48-hour shutdown occurs, replace the monitor and
notify EPA and DOH.

Draft Tri-Party Agreement MG-08 Status

The MG-08 is in an RL concurrent review and is also being reviewed by the EPA and Ecology.

2.4-D Burial Site Remediation

A data quality objective process meeting is scheduled for July 17. Remediation plans are nearly
complete and involve offsite disposal of “hotspot” material and onsite bioremediation of the
remaining contaminated soil. Former tanks will be cleaned and removed, and debris will be
placed in the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility (ERDF) or sent off site for disposal.

190-D Chromium 'Investigation

A baseline change proposal (BCP) was approved by RL to perform the work. BHI is in the
_ process of signing the BCP. .

An F-Area meeting was scheduled for July 22, which may include a site walkdown.
100-D Ponds Closure Plan Status

RL and ERC comments are bemg incorporated; a copy will be submitted to Ecology in 2 to 3
weeks.

Remedial Design Report (Comments on Rev. 1)

| Ecology is currently collecﬁng comments. The EPA will proVide comments by July 25, 1997. A
meeting was scheduled for July 23 to discuss issues related to the use of the RESRAD model in
the Remedial Design Report. It was requested by EPA that Dick Jaquish attend the meeting.



Groﬁ 4 Desion Status

The Field Investlgatlon Plan is being implemented. Field activities are being performed on some
sites to determine if the areas are clean. The 60% design package is out for BHI review. '

Remedial Action

Status of Field Work

. A second shift was implemented at ERDF (waste dumping). DR-7 and DR-9 contain a ot of
concrete and rebar and needs to be resolved. C-1 must be finished by October 1997. Pipeline
work is being performed at B/C.

Matrix Issue Status

The issue is Waste Designation and Sampling and not a matrix issue. Issues are currently bemg
discussed Wlth Ecology

Encapsulatlon of LDR Material Status

The EPA has determined that for the purposes of remediation, the 100 Areas is considered a
contiguous site. Therefore, waste for treatmerit may be moved from the 100-D Area to the 100-B
Area for treatment, pending Ecology approval.

Fiscal Year 1998 Multi-Year Work Plan

The document will not be written.
© 300 AREA

Remedial Action Status

BHI completed the project readiness assessment and authorized the remedial action

- subcontractor, Roy F. Weston Co., to begin excavating test pits and trenches on June 18, 1997.
The first six test pits were first excavated in the Clean Soil Stockpile area followed by six test
pits in the Process Trenches undetermined contamination level (UCL) area, and four trenches in
the North process pond UCL area. Excavation and hauling of contaminated soil from the process
trenches above cleanup level (ACL) area was initiated on July 7, 1997. Approximately thirty-
three containers of contaminated soil are being filled daily and shipped to ERDF. The front-end
loader operator identified an anomalous object near the end of vesterday’s (July 15) shift while
stockpiling materials for the next day. The object was described as yellow in color, about the
size of a soccer ball, and was buried in the stockpile. The stockpile was roped off, and the
material will be screened for the object. The EM 50 Holographic GPR technology



demonstration is planned to be tested at the 618-4 Burial Ground dunng the week of July 21
1997.

Test Pits and Trenches Data

Field-screening data from test pits in the Clean Soil Stockpile area indicated no contaminants of
concern, and all six verification samples were shipped off site for analysis. Isolated areas of
uranium contamination above the cleanup standard were found in the four northenmost process
trenches UCL area test pits. No contaminants of concern were identified above cleanup levels
from the field screening XRF and GC samples taken in any of the test pits. Verification samples
were taken from the two southernmost test pits (APT-3 and APT-6) and shipped off site for
analysis. The field-screening and laboratory results will be analyzed to determine the detailed
approach to excavate the process trenches UCL area.

Process Trenches Permit Modaﬁcatlon _

RL transmitted Hanford Sitewide RCRA Permit Class I modlﬁcatlons, including two process
trenches modifications, to Ecology on July 10. Work was initiated to revise the 300 Area
Process Trenches Groundwater Monitoring Program to a Corrective Action Program, based on -
the statistical exceedance of DCE in the groundwater. BHI is preparing revisions to the
Closure/Post Closure Plan, and the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory is preparing changes
to the Groundwater Monitoring Plan. The permit modifications must be subrmtted to Ecology in
early September, based on the exceedance letter dated June 11, 1997. ' :

300 APT Remedial Action Eguipmenf:—List_cd Waste Resolution Documentation

The subject document provided to Ecdlogy at last Month’s Unit Managers’ Meeting was signed
by the Ecology Unit Manager at this meeting (Attachment 5). The document describes the
decontamination approach for equipment used to remediate the process trenches.
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~ STATUS PACKAGE

- UNIT MANAGERS' MEETING - JULY 1997

SOURCE OPERABLE UNITS
100-B/C, 100-K, 100-D, 160-H, 100-F
2OO AREAS
300 AREA
prepared by

DOE-RL

Attachment 4
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100 AREAS

100 Area Re(:ord of Decision (ROD) Strategy '

Following a January 24, 1997, meeting with Tri-Party senior management the Washmgton State
Department of Ecology (Ecology), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the
U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL) formed task teams to address the
100 Area Remaining Sites ROD Strategy and remediation of the 100/300 Area burial grounds.
The teams were responsible to determine a strategy and a path forward for Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 decision documents for burial
grounds and for all other waste sites in the 100 Areas (termed “Remaining Sites™). The teams
met approximately three times per month through May 1997. Following is the status of the two
task team efforts:

. 100 Area Remaining Sites ROD Strategy: -

The task team developed a strategy and decision criteria to disposition Remammg Sites
into agreed-upon categories for 1 presentation in a proposed plan. Work was closely
coordinated with Tri-Party staff focused on updating the Hanford Federal Facili ity
Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement) appendices for 100 Area waste
sites. Plans were made to apply the criteria to specific waste sites and to prepare
supporting information for inclusion in the Administrative Record (AR). A scheduie to
issue a ROD for Remaining Sites was developed, and outlines for AR documentation and- -
a proposed plan were also prepared. In May, the Team agreed to adjourn and implement.
agreements developed by the Team. Draft agreements developed by the Team were
discussed at the June Unit Managers’s Meeting (UMM), which included the following: a
summary of the decision logic, criteria, document outlines, preliminary waste site lists,
and a schedule. Additionally, a categorized list of waste sites for the 100-F Area was
compiled, along with documentation for rejecting some sites from WIDS. This package
was transmitted to the team for review and comments. Comments on the draft
agreements and the 100-F Area package will be discussed at the July 1997 UMM.

Similar packages for other areas will be submitted for review later in July.”

. Burial Ground Straregy -
: The task team prepared a preliminary workscope for feasibility studies to evaluate the
- potentially viable remediation alternatives applicable to each type of burial ground. No-
future Team meetings are being planned. Remaining open issues for the Team include
(1} using new cost-modeling assumptions to ensure the current baseline is consistent with -
the expectations of the team members and (2) deciding whether to remediate a 100 Area
burial ground as an “early action” (in addition to waste site 618-4 in the 300 Area) to
obtain additional information on excavating burial grounds. These issues will be
addressed during a brown-bag briefing with senior management, along with a summary
presentation of the team’s recommendation.



'~ 190-C Soil Sampling Project

Sampling and analysis of soil beneath the building floor was completed during May 1997.
Results for deep zone constituents indicate that concentrations are below remediation goals. The
D&D project was advised that collapse of the structure into the basement may proceed as
planned. Report preparation is underway.

190-D Soil Sampling Project

Sampling and analysis of soil within and around the previously demolished 190-D Building is
being planned to determine if any contamination exists that could be contributing to the
underlying groundwater plume. This will either be added to the FY97 workscope or be included
in the FY98 Detailed Work Plan.

North Slope 2,4¥D Burial Site

The team was assembled, and work plans are being prepared to remediate the herbicide
contaminated soil and buried tanks. The job involves shipping a small portion of the soil off site’
for incineration (due to dioxin contamination), bioremediating the remaining soil on site, and
disposing the crushed tanks in the Environmental Restoration Disposal Faczhty The start of
field work is targeted for early August.

100, 200, and 300 Area Decant Liguid Disposal

Transport of water decanted from source area investigation derived waste to the Effluent .
Treatment Facility (ETF) in the 200 Areas was completed dunng June 1997. ETF personnel are
awaiting sample results before processing the water.

100-D Ponds Closure Plan Revision

An equivalency demonstration to dispense with postclosure groundwater monitoring was
submitted to Ecology in May 1997 in advance of the complete closure plan. The equivalency
demonstration is an integral part of the overall closure plan and merits discussion with Ecology.
RL provided comments on the overall 100-D Ponds Closure Plan, and it is currently being
revised for submiittal to Ecology. Ecology s request for deep vadose zone borehole samples has
not been resolved. :



~ Remedial Design Report (RDR)/Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP) Update

The RDR/RAWP was updated to Rev. 1, Draft A and issued to EPA and Ecology for
concurrence. The update to the RDR/RAWP is an integrated revision of the subject material,
taking mto account the following categories of changes:”

. Numerical and text changes to address EPA/Ecology comments provided in their letter
dated June 26, 1996. Such changes include numerical and text revisions to reflect the use
of the RESRAD computer model to determine the contaminants that reach groundwater
(and the application of the MTCA 100X standard to those contaminants) to demonstrate
groundwater and Columbia River protection .

. Numerical and text changes to explain the dilution-attenuation factor and its use with the
MTCA 100X standard

. Numencal and text changes to reflect the applicability of MTCA, MCLs, and state and
federal AWQC, whichever is most restrictive

. Numerical and text changes to correct errors in the previous revision.

‘Comments on the draft revision will be discussed at the July UMM.

Remedial Design Groups 3 and 4

The remedial design for the 100 Area Group 3 sites was .completed. A presentation on the |
remedial design for this group of sites was conducted in June, Procurement strategies are
currently being developed.

The 60% demgn for the 100 Area Group 4 sites is being reviewed by Bechtel Hanford, Inc. (BHI) .
technical staff. A field investigation of selected sites is currently bemg initiated.

100 B/C

Remedial Action - Four plume excavations were completed at the 116-C-1 Liquid Waste
Disposal Trench and a fifth plume was identified around monitoring well 199-B3-2. This plume
excavation with access ramp will also support a separate subcontractor's access to the well to
perform permanent decommissioning in August 1997. The first four combined piumes constitute
approximately 34% of the original volume of the 116-C-1 waste site. Approximately 56% of the
excavation is complete in the 116-C-5 Retention Basins. A detailed pipeline excavation plan is
being developed, along w1th an asbestos abatement program for the limited scope pipe wrap



100 DR

Remedial Action - Excavatlon of plume material in 116-DR-1 and 116-DR-2 was halted in May
due to possible undermining of support facilities and haul roads. The plume volume is currently
greater than 150% of the original waste site volume. The remainder of the plume will be
removed at a later date. Removal of contaminated material above the concrete walls and slabs in
the 116-D-7 Retention Basin was initiated and completed in May. Similar work will start in the
116-DR-9 Retention Basin in June. Meetings were held with RL and the regulators in June to
‘begin discussions on handling of matrix material containing metals.

200 AREAS

200 Areas Strategy

A presentation to the Hanford Advisory Board (HAB) Environmental Restoration and Health,
Safety, and Waste Management subcommittees was made to update the strategy effort. The draft
Tentative Agreement is on hold pending funding shortfall discussions. Working meetings and
public comments on the Tri-Party Agreement change package for the 200 Areas Strategy are also
on hold pending funding disposition. :

200-BP-1 Operable Unit

The barrier testing program continues to provide data on water mﬁltration, vegetation growth
and bicintrusion associated with the Hanford Site barrier. Multi-Year Work Plan activities are
underway, and the plan is to stop the 3-year testing program at the end of fiscal year (FY) 1997.
Asphalt testing and settlement and subsidence testing were deferred to FY 1998. A final report
will be generated after these activities are completed, '

200-BP-11 Operable Unit

The Description of Work for a borehole at the B-2-2 Ditch was issued to RL and Ecology. A
final draft will be prepared once comments are received. In parallel, BHI is initiating other
prefield planning activities (i.¢., hazards analysis, Health and Safety Plan, etc.).
Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Landfill

The scope of activities associated with the Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Landfill was

finalized at the data quality objective sess1on on June 26, 1997. The Sampling and Analysis Plan
is currently being developed.



300 AREA

300-FF-1 Operable Unit

Remedial Action - The Remedial Action Subcontractor, Roy F. Weston, Inc., completed
mobilization and supported the project readiness assessment meeting on June 16, 1997.
Excavation of test pits was initiated on June 18 at the Clean Soil Stockpile Area followed by the
Ash Pits, Process Trenches, and the North Process Pond. Several test pits and trenches remain to
be excavated in the North and South Process Ponds.

300 Area Process Trenches - As part of the readiness assessment, a thorough review of the
Process Trenches Operating Record was performed and updated, as required. In addition,
near-field air monitoring plans were reviewed and approved by the Washington State Department
- of Health for each operable unit waste site. Six test pits were excavated in the process trenches
undetermined contamination level area on June 19 and June 20. Verification samples were
shipped to the offsite laboratory for two of the six test pit locations. Excavation and disposal of
contaminated soil from the above contarrnnatron level area of the process trenches was initiated
onlJ uly 7,1997.

300-FF-2 Operable Unit

Groundwater Sampling - Sampling at well 699-S6-E4A was completed on June 25, 1997. The
existing sampling pump was found to be operational despite some confusion relating to the
configuration of the wiring between the pump and controller unit.

Other Activities - A plan to address the listed waste issued identified during the regulatory
review of the Limited Field Investigation report was submitted for BHI review on June 6, 1997.
A review of reasonably available information will be performed to determine whether there is
affirmative evidence of solvent sources and disposal practices associated with any of the
300-FF-2 waste sites. Once approved, work will be completed before the end of the fiscal year.
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300 APT Remedial Action Equipment-Listed Waste Resolution Documentation

. In a letter dated May 15, 1995, Ecology issued a conditional contained-in determination
for the 300 Area Process Trenches. 300 Area Process Trenches media disposed in ERDF
" does not contain a listed waste.

+ The 300-FF-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan approved by Ecology addresses
- handling/disposal of decontamination water generated in the decontarination station.

. The conditional contained-in determination contains no provisions for equipment release
after use in the 300 Area Process Trenches. Ecology hereby approves the following
approach to decontaminate equipment that is used in the 300 Area Process Trenches:

Decontamination of all equipment used in the 300 Area Process Trenches will occur in
the 300 Area Process Trenches. Thereby all liquid generated during equipment
decontamination will remain in the Process Trenches. All equipment parts that have
come in contact with Process Trenches media will be washed with a low volume, hot
water, pressure washer. Detergents may be used. The equipment will then be
radiologically surveyed to verify no contamination exists. If contamination is still present
upon completion of the radiological survey, the decontamination process will be repeated.
Other methods may be required, such as wiping, scrubbing, and wire brushing of the
contaminated surfaces. Upon successful survey release, the equipment will be removed
from the Process Trenches for use elsewhere on the project.

Ecology Approval “%/Zé_f’(/ﬁl/f@ ' Date ?/ /4 / S 2
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100 AREA REMAINING SITES TASK TEAM

~ AGREEMENTS

- Task Team Participants:

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

June 24, 1997
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Summary

The 100 Area Remaining Sites Task Team consisted of operable unit managers from the U.S. -
Department of Energy, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and the Washington State
Department of Ecology (Tri-Parties). The team was created by Tri-Party senior managers in late
January 1997 and charged with responsibility for developirig a strategy leading to a Record of
Decision for 100 Area source operable unit waste sites in the 100-B/C, 100-D/DR, 100-F, 100-H,
100-KE/KW reactor areas, and in the 100-IU-2 and 100-IU-6 Operable Units, that, as of June
1997, were not already listed in a decision document. (Waste sites in the 100-N Area are planned
fo be addressed in a separate decision document, as are approximately 45 solid waste burial sites
[burial grounds] located throughout the 100 Areas.) To achieve their objective, the Task Team '
held meetings from February through May 1997 and arrived at a series of agreements that form

- the basis for a path forward for the Remaining Sites project. This document provides a summary
of the substantive agreements arrived at by the Task Team. These agreements include the
following: - : :

e 100 Area Remaining Sites Waste Sites Disposition Process and Final Criteria for 100 . .
Area Remaining Sites Waste Site Disposition Process. These documents present a flow
- chart for dispositioning wastes sites and criteria for applying the process..

. 100 Area Remaining Sites Planning Schedule and Scheduling Assumptions. These
agreements document the time line that team envisions for issuing a Record of Decision
for the Remaining Sites, along with qualifying assumptions. ' '

. Annotated Outline for Remedy Selection for Remaining 100 Area Source Operable Unit
' Waste Sites. This document presents the format and content for a report that will
_ document the application of the waste site disposition process to sites in the 100 Areas.
This “Administrative Record Document” will be an appendix to DOE/RL-94-61, Rev. 0,
100 Area Source Operable Unit Focused Feasibility Study

. Arnnotated Outline for Pr‘oposed Plan for Remedial Action at the Remaining 100 Area _
Source Operable Unit Waste Sites.” This document presents the organizational format and
content for the Proposed Plan for the 100 Area Remaining Sites.

* - Preliminary 100 Area Remaining Sites Disposition Tables. This is a draft list of waste
' sites planned to be addressed in the Remaining Sites Proposed Plan. The list presents an
approximate number of waste sites and their dispositions. It is an example of the kind of
information and the manner in which it will be organized for use in the dispositioning
- process. The number and kinds of sites presented, as well as individual waste site
dispositions, will change over time as the above disposition process is completed.

»  Preliminary I OO-IU-Z and 100-1U-6 Wastes Sites Disposition Tables. Similar to the list
- above, but specific to waste sites in the 100-IU-2 and 100-IU-6 Operable Units. '

1



100 AREA REMAINING SITES WASTE SITE DI_SPOSITION PROCESS
' AND FINAL CRITERIA FOR 100 AREA REMAINING SITES
WASTE SITE DISPOSITION PROCESS .
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remedinl design process can immediately move o Step 9.

*TPA Handbook Procedure TPA-MG-0B, Maintenance of the Waste Site Information Data System (WIDS) (in preparation ) '

Integrated Remediat Design/Action

t
Site Closeout
517/97



FINAL CRITERIA FOR 100 AREA REMAINING SITES WASTE SITE DISPOSITION
PROCESS

May 7, 1997

Step 1: Issite a waste management unit per MG-08 criteria!? Is the site a waste
management unit as specified in Figure 5-2 of TPA Procedure MG-087

If “no”, the site will be dispositioned in the Waste Site Inventory Data Systerh (WIDS) per MG-
08, Section 5.2 . If “yes”, go to Step 2. Following issuance of the Remaining Sites ROD,

Discovery Sites and D & D sites WlH be evaluated accordmg to these criteria, begmmng at Step
1.

Step 2: Known or Potential hazardous substance or dangerous waste released? Using
available historical information, process knowledge, and results of sampling data, is there
evidence that there was not a past release or potential for release of a Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1981 (CERCLA) hazardous
substance, or a Washington State dangerous waste or dangerous constituent? If “no” go to Step
3. If “yes” go to Step 4. :

CERCLA hazardous substances are identified in 40 CFR 302.4. Dangerous wastes are identified
in accordance with Washington Administrative Codé (WAC) 173-303-070 to -100 and
dangerous constituents are defined in WAC173-303-646.

Step 3: Do other regulatory authorities apply*? Are there regulations that are non-CERCLA
and non-RCRA corrective action that apply to the waste sites? If “yes”, then address under the
appropriate regulatory authority, to include: :

Petroleum Underground Storage Tank : Close in accordance with WAC 173-360
. Septic System: Close in accordance with WAC247-272-18501.

. Solid Waste Sites: Close in accordance with WAC 173-3 O4dangerous or acutely
hazardous waste and accumulated waste has been removed.

- State waste discharge sifes. Waste discharge sites permitted under WAC 173-216.

'Tri-Party Agreement Handbook Management Guidelines, Maintenance of the Waste Information Data
System (WIDS), Procedure No. TPA-MG-08, Document No. RL-TPA-90-0001, in preparation.

*The Tri-Parties could determine that, even though other regulatory authorities are a;ﬁplicab le, CERCLA or
RCRA. are more appropriate regulatory authorities for addressing these sites. In this case the other regulatory
“authorities would be cited as ARARs.



. Sites regulated under the Toxzc Substances Control Act (TSCA): Address in accordance
with TSCA.

Following preparation and regulator approval of documentation required by other regulatory
autherity, reclassify the site as “Closed Out” per MG-08, Section 5.4. If “no” then disposition in
WIDS as per MG-08, Section 5.3 .

Step 4: Is waste site a RCRA TSD? Is site a treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) unit that
will be permitted (for operation and/or postclosure care) and/or closed under the Washington
State Dangerous Waste Regulations (173-303 WAC) and the applicable provisions of the
Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA)? If “yes”, then the site will be
dispositioned through a permit modification under the Hanford Facility Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act Permit for Treatment, Storage, and Dzsposczl of Dangerous Waste. If “no” go
to Step 5.

Step 5: Is waste site a burial ground or a facility? The definition of a burial ground waste site
developed and being used by the Burial Ground Task Team is as follows: dreas used for near-
surface disposal of solid wastes containing hazardous constituents (both radiological and non-
radiological). A facility is an above-grade building or structure that will be addressed as a
- Decontamination and Decommissioning project, rather than through remedial action. If “yes”,

the site will be addressed as part of a CERCLA decision document that is separate from the
Remaining Sites ROD. If “no” go to Step 6.

Step 6: Do analytical data support a “clean” determination per the September 1995 ROD?
Based on available site-specific analytical data, was there a known, suspected, or potential for
release of a hazardous/dangerous substance, but direct evidence indicates that concentrations of
remaining contaminants are below cleanup standards as specified in an approved Record of
Decision (ROD)? If “yes”, documentation will be prepared for the Administrative Record to
support the “No Action” decision. The site will then be designated as “No Action” in the
planned 100 Area Remaining Sites Proposed Plan and ROD, removed from the Nationat
Priorities List (NPL), and reclassified in WIDS as “Closed Out” per MG-08, Section 5.4. If
*no”, go to Step 7.

Step 7: Do analytical data suggest a “not clean” determination? Was there a known,
suspected, or potential for release of a hazardous/dangerous substance, and available evidence
suggests that concentrations of remaining contaminants are above cleanup standards as spectfied’
in an approved Record of Decision (ROD)? If “yes”, go to Step 10. If “no™ go to Step 8.

Step 8: Is sampling cost-effective? Is collecting additional samples a prudent next step based
on engineering judgment? This determination will be based on an evaluation of whether the cost
of developing data quality objectives, collecting samples, performing laboratory analyses, and
preparation of documentation is justified compared to estimated costs for removal, treatment as
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required, and chsposal'? If “yes™, then sampling is prudent and cost effective and should be
performed. Collect samples and go to Step 9. If “no™ go to Step 10.

Step 9: Does site meet Remaining Sites ROD cleanup criteria? Do sampling results indicate
that contaminant concentrations are below cleanup standards as specified in the approved
Remaining Sites Record of Decision (ROD)? If “yes”, a cleanup verification report should be
prepared to support removal of the site from the National Priorities List (NPL). If “no” complete
remedial design.

Step 10: Are data suﬂiclent to complete remedial design? Are data sufficient to reasonably
define the level and extent of contamination required for remediation (remove, treat as required,
and dispose) using the observational approach and to support waste site profiling for disposal at
the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility? If “yes”, complete remedial design, implement
remedial action, prepare “Cleanup Verification Package”, and reclassify site in WIDS as “Closed
Out”, per MG-08, Section 5.4. If “no™ go to Step 8.



100 AREA REMAINING SITES PLANNING SCHEDULE
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FINAL

100 AREA REMAINING SITES
SCHEDULING ASSUMPTIONS

March 27, 1997

Project Integ_t;gtiog Assumptions

e Remaining Sites remedlatlon may begin as early as mid-FY99 to maintain contracting

flexibility at 100-B/C and 100-D/R, based on the integrated RAWD schedule

Scheduhng logic is based on the following factors:
- High-priority radioactive liquid waste sites for all reactor areas are
“to be scheduled for remedial action before solid waste sites.
-Must stay within current funding guidance
- Waste loading to ERDF should be levelized .
- Waste sites should be grouped into effective subcontractmg packages
- 100-B/C Area is expected to be the first reactor area which could be

_ totally cleaned up for other uses (excluding D & D sites).
e Burial grounds are not included with the remaining sites

Proposed Plan/ROD Assumptions

The Task Team will adjourn, all issues will be resolved, and the update of Appendix C
and WIDS for 100 Area waste sites is expected to be completed by April 30, 1997, to
support the start of drafting of the Proposed Plan beginning May 1, 1997. '

. Additional documentation for the Administrative Record supporting the selection of _
remedial alternatives will be minimal and will be provided to support the Proposed Plan.

s EPA will have the lead role in coordinating the National Remedy Review Board (NRRB)
review, if required. The duration and outcome of the National Remedy Review Board
review will not impact the schedule for completing the Proposed Plan and ROD.

. One public meet:ing will be held during the public comment period
> . EPA and Ecology w111 lead the preparation of a Responsweness Summary and a draft

ROD for RL review following completlon of the 30-day public comment perlod and
public meeting. : o

Remedial Design Assumptions

. Remedial Design activities for the initial group of Remaining Sites can begin
immediately following the close of the public comment period and will take about 12



' months.
AI100Area integrated schedule will be prepared during Réme_dial Design.
_Rgmtﬂlml__&hﬂ_xmmg_ | |
. Remechal Des:gn will support continued remedial actions in the IOO-B/C and/or 100—
: D/DR Areas.

. Procurement and mobilization for new remediation subcontracts will take about three
months.

10



ANNOTATED OUTLINE FOR
REMEDY SELECTION FOR REMAINING 100 AREA SOURCE
OPERABLE UNIT WASTE SITES
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Annotated Qutline
~ for
REMEDY SELECTION FOR REMAINING 100 AREA
SOURCE OPERABLE UNIT WASTE SITES
Hanford Site, Richland, Washington
Draft 2 - May 8§, 1997

. INTRODUCTION

-

Function of this document
- As an Appendix to the 100 Area Source Operable Unit Focused
Feasibility Study, DOE/RL-94-61.
- To document for the Administrative Record the process for dlSpOSIthIl of
remaining 100 Area waste sites. _
o Previous disposition of 100 Area waste sites in the IRM ROD and ROD Amendment
o Relation to Hanford Past-Practice Strategy.
« Updates information on decision-making process previously presented in operable unit
specific Work Plans. (What the status is to date and how we got there.) -

. GENERAL DISCUSSION OF REMAINING 100 AREA WASTE SITES

o Process history of Reactor Areas. (Total 1-1.5 pages; reference DOE/RL-94-61)
o Contaminants of Potential Concern.

. PROCESS FOR DISPOSITION OF REMAINING 100 AREA WASTE SITES

o  Flow Chart for Waste Site Disposition Process.
o Criteria for 100 Area remaining sites waste site disposition process.

. REMEDY SELECTION AND THE ROLE OF CONFIRMATORY SAMPLING

s A “presumptive remedy-like” approach has been applied to the remaining 100 Area waste
~ sites. That is, if we went through the FFS steps that were followed for the liquid waste.
sites in the ROD the remaining 100 Area waste sites are similar enough that the same
. preferred alternative would be chosen.

» The preferred alternative for sites requiring action is remove, treat as reqmred and
dispose. For most sites, this alternative will require sampling for waste designation in
support of disposal at ERDF.

+ Confirmatory sampling will be required for waste SlteS for which there is not sufﬁclent
existing information to determine if remove/treat/dispose is required. When sufficient
additional information is obtained, the sites would either be remediated or closed out
without remedial action, provided that data shows the site not to be contaminated above

- criteria levels.

12



5. DISPOSITION PROCESS RESULTS

« Action Sites _
- Remove/Treat/Dispose
- Confirmatory Sampling (includes former structures decommissioned
using ARCL calculations) ' '
« No Action Sites '
- Waste Site Reclassification sites

6. REFERENCES

APPENDIX A - TABLES PROVIDING DOCUMENTATION OF WASTE SITE
DISPOSITION SELECTIONS

Table A-1. Action Sites for Remove/Treat/Dispose

Tabie A-2. Action Sites for Confirmatory Sampling
Table A-3. No Action Sites

13
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EXAMPLE: Table A-1.

Action Sites for Remove/Treat/Dispose

Contaminants Estimated Estimated. _C.ost
Opltj:ra.zble 1 Site Name Site Knowledge of Potential Media:ll Vo!ume for of RemFdlatmn References
nit _ Concern Material Disposal, and Disposal
LCY* (% in 000's)
§00-BC-1 | 128-B-3 Chemical-stained soil and stressed Miscellaneous Soil, | Not Available Not Available [Format to be determined)
: Burning Pit vegetation visible. Site used for burning Hydrocarbons; Concrete, ' : 100-BC Technical Baseline
and Dump | nonradioactive, combustible wastes and Inorganic Misc. 100-BC-1 LFI, QRA, FFS
Site disposal of solid building demotition waste. Chemicals Debris
Vegetation-covered depression 137.2 m x
18.3 m. Depth of contamination unknown.
| 100-DR-1 | 100-D-1 Received radioactive and hazardous liquid Undetermined Concrete, Not Available Not Available [Format to be determined]
Contaminated | wastes from 116-D-7 (107-D) retention Radionuclides Steel, Soil 100-DYDR Technical
Storm Drain | pasin leakage. Site is a storm drain system Baseline
including a | m by 1 m concrete box
covered with steel plate attached to
underground piping running from the south
' side of the patrol road to the river shoreline.
100-D-2 Small concrete pad covered with lead Pb Lead, Not Available Not Available [Format to be determined]
Lead sheeting at the 190-D building annex. Concrete 100-D/DR Technical
Sheeting Purpose unknown. Unknown if lead sheets Baseline

were removed when pad was buried during
demolition of 190-D building in 1995.




' ' ANNOTATED OUTLINE FOR
PROPOSED PLAN FOR REMEDIAL ACTION AT THE REMAINING
100 AREA SOURCE OPERABLE UNIT WASTE SITES
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Annotated Outline
for
PROPOSED PLAN FOR REMEDIAL ACTION AT THE REMAINING 100 AREA
'SOURCE OPERABLE UNIT WASTE SITES
Hanferd Site, Richland, Washington
May 7, 1997

INTRODUCTION (Note Mast language already available from other Proposed Plans) -

. Indxcate that a remedy that is currently being successfully applied to remediate soﬂ
cleanup in 100 areas to approx. 300 additional, similar sites .
. Identifies responsible/lead/support agencies '

. Reference Table 1 of waste sites addressed by the Proposed Plan and Figure 1
. States that Proposed Plan: '
_-Fulfills requirements of CERCLA (Section 117a)
. -Describes remedial alternatives analyzed/rationale for preference
-Identifies key information in Administrative Record
-Solicits public comments on selection of remedy
-Identifies agency contact(s) and dates for public involvement activities

HANFORD SITE BACKGROUND (Note: Most Ianguage already available from other
~ Proposed Plans) .

. Provide a brief description of past Hanford Site operations/NPL status
. Explain how Remaining Sites relate to past operations '

- SUMMARY OF CURRENT REMEDIAL ACTIONS IN 100 AREAS

»  Summarize evaluation process and identify the 6 altemnatives considered for radioactive -
liquid effluent disposal sites in BC/DR/HR-1 OUs. Indicate that, through public
involvement (Proposed Plan review, Public Meeting), remove, treat as appropriate or
required, was selected as the Preferred Alternatlve decision presented in September 1995

_ ROD for 37 waste sites

.. Sites in 100-B/C-1 and 100-D/DR-1 have been/are in process of remedlatlon by
. implementing Preferred Alternative; 116-B-5 has been closed out; ERDF has since
~ opened and XXX tons have been disposed to date; remedial design in progress at XX
waste sites in 100-H, F, and K (i.., Groups 3 and 4) (see ROD Amendment Proposed _
Plan, p. 1 for summary of events since 1995).

. September 1995 ROD modified by April 1997 ROD Amendment that 1) added 34 more

sites, 2) presented revised (lowered) cost estimates for implementing Preferred

Alternative, and 3) modified the Preferred Alternative to remove, treat as required (i.e.,

for LDRs only, not for volume reduction based on soil washing and/or thermal

desorption)
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Mention groundwater ROD, pump-and-treat operations in 100-D/DR, 100-H, and 100-K
Areas : ' '

SUMMARY OF SITE RISK

Indicate that no risk evaluation has been performed; presence/absence of risk at
~+ individual waste sites will be based on whether cleanup goals are exceeded/not exceeded.

SCOPE AND ROLE OF ACTION

Indicate that the objective of remedial action is to reduce potential future threats to human
health and environment; additional remedial actions are not expected to be needed
Add wording about flexibility to allow the addition to the ROD of 1) future newly
discovered waste sites in the 100 Areas and 2) D & D sites that are determined to have
so0il contamination will required remedial action. Such sites should be able to be added to
the ROD either as an “insignificant difference” without the need for an ESD or a ROD
amendment or as a “significant difference” with an ESD or a ROD

Indicate that the ROD will replace plans for some waste sites previously presented to the
public in Work Plans and Focus Packages

Final land use of 100 Areas not been established, but remedial action goals are agreed to
that would not limit future uses of 100 Areas

REMEDIAL ACTION GOALS (Nore Most language already available ﬁom other Proposed
. Plans)

Agreed to remedial action goals for the 100 Areas are as follows:

- For metals, MTCA

- For radionuclides, 15 mrem/yr above background

- For protection of groundwater, Safe Drinking Water Act MCLs

- For protection of Columbia River, Clean Water Act AWQC

Balancing criteria for deep sites

To be updated and revised as required per DOE/RL-96-17 Remedial Design/Remedial
Action Work Plan, Rev. 0 (or most recent revision) and any remediation experiences.

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

- Overall strategy is to indicate that, if we went through all of the FFS steps that were

followed for the liquid waste sites in the ROD, the Remaining Sites are similar enough
that it would be expected that the same conclusion would be reached: the Preferred
Alternative for sites requiring Action is remove, treat as required, and dispose and No -
Action is appropriate for sites that do not require remediation. Indicate that the most
implementable and cost-effective has been selected for the Remaining Sites. Thisisa
“presumptive remedy-like” approach. _
Identify the 6 alternatives originally considered for radioactive liquid effluent disposal
sites in the September 1995 ROD. Indicate that remove, treat, dispose was selected and is
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currently being implemented.

Remove, treat, and dispose is applicable to the Remaining Sites because 1) of similarities
" in the COPCs and 2) the affected media for both waste site types is soil (rather than
contaminated materials as in burial grounds). If some sites are sufficiently different for "
liquid sites such that remove, treat as required, and dispose is not appropriaie, then the
differences may need to be analyzed separately and addressed appropriately.

DESCRIPTION OF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

Some sites are to be sampled to provide engineering data required to complete remedial
design; if results demonstrate that cleanup goals are already met, no further action will be
required and the site will be closed out; if results indicate that cleanup goals are not met,
then site will be remediated by remove, treat, and dispose. An ESD.may be require to
address the increase in costs for sites that, after sampling, are deterrmned to require
remediation.

For sites requiring remedral action, the Preferred Alternative will consist of the follomng
(borrow wording from ROD Amendment Proposed Plan, p. 3):

- Removal of contaminated soil and structures using the Observational Approach

* - Treatment as required to meet disposal criteria at ERDF

. - Disposal of contarninated materials at ERDF

' - Backfill of excavated areas followed by revegetation of waste site area

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

There will be no new evaluation of alternatives. Based on a presumptive-like remedy
approach, the Evaluation of Alternatives already done in FFSs and Proposed Plans
supporting the September 1995 ROD will be summarized, indicating why remove, treat,
and disposed is them most cost effective and protective.

Costs will be different for Remaining Sites, as we believe that some sites (i.e.,

" confirmatory sampling sites) may already meet cleanup goals and are planned only for
confirmatory sampling, not rernedratron

: EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (Nore: Most Ianguage
already avazlable Jrom other Proposed Plans)

Use discussion in the 100-BC-1 Proposed Plan; update/revise per any pertinent
. information in the RD/RAWP or information resultmg from remedial actions in 100-B/C
and 100-D/DR. '

STATUTORY DETERMINATION

~ Determine whether thlS is necessarv to include: Issue is RPP/CPP for IOO-HR-Z {(an
" Ecology-lead OU), which has not been specifically discussed in either the September
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1995 ROD or the Apnl 1997 ROD Amendment
. Indicate that, per the August 1, 1996, ERDF ESD, wastes from an RPP can be dlSpOSCd at
ERDF without redesignating the RPP to a CPP. -
. If mcluded, use similar wording as in ROD Amendment Pmposed Plan (p. 3)

Table 1. 100 Area Remammg Sites

. Table to be similar to Table 3 in ROD Amendment and include operable unit, WIDS site
code/name, current site knowledge summary, media/material affected, COPCs, estxmated
volume for dlsposal estmlatcd remediation and dlsposal costs, and total costs . :

Figure 1. Map showing location of 100 Area Remainmg Sites and ERDF

List of Supporting Documents(i.e., references)

Points of Contact (DOE, EPA, Ecology)

- Administrative Record (locations)

Information Reposztor:es (locations) : - :

Glossary (for technical and specialized words and terms used in the Proposed Plan)
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' PRELIMINARY 100 AREA REMAINING SITES
DISPOSITION TABLES
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Preliminary 100 Area Remaining Sites Disposition Tables

April 24, 1997

Attached are the following Revised 100 Area Remaining Sites Tables, Draft 6, for:

+Sites for Remedial Action (1page) ....................... R 12sites
. Sites for Confi:matory Sampling (2 PAZES) ¢ vt v ieeennei i 72 sites |
. Sites Regulated Under Other Authorities (4pages):...cooenininnan. 123 sites

. | Sites Recommended for No Action or Rejection (1 page)............ | .- 21 sites

. Key Facilities and Sites for D&D (2 pages) -. .. ....... SRR - _wg

e Burial Ground SHES (2PAZES) .+ .v v nnrreneeenneenneeaneaaneans _45 sites

Grand Total: 316 sites
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DRAFT

100 AREA REMAINING SITES FOR REMEDIAL ACTION - DRAFT 6 Lyt

R T e
e s o ¢

cmm-dwmmn

N ROD Stratetgy Remove/Treat/Dispose |leakage

Remove/Trest/Dispose

100-OR-1  |100-D-2 Lead Sheeting (formerty 100-D-39) Accepled N (formerly a CSE sits) |Removal of lead may clear site
100-DR-1  |100-D-3 | Solid Waste Burial Site; Silica Gel Accepted N ROOW Remove/Treat/Dispose |Possible site of 100-D Piuto Crib
Trench Near 107-D; Undocumented Liguid WP; QRA; ROD Inciude with Group 2 remedial

100-DR-1  |100-D-4 [Waste Site; Siudge Trench #6 Accepied N Strategy Remove/Trest/Dispose |actions
100-DR-1  [100-D-31 100-D Process Sewer System 1 Acceptsd Y Remove/Trest/Dispose |Piping potentiaily contaminated

TUTALﬂlﬂ-Dﬂ-?SlTES []

Iw m:mmmfm
Unioadling Station and Associsted French

100-DR-2  |100-D-12 Drain Accepted N WP, LFI. QRA; FFS | Remove/Treat/Dispose {of chromates
WP, LFI; QRA; FF§;

100-DR-2  |116-D-8 100-D Cask Storage Pad Accepted N ROD Strategy Remove/Trest/Dispose |Contamnated with radionuciides
WP, LFI, QRA; ROD Crib recerved potassium borate

Remove/Treat/Dispose |contaminated with radionuclides

100-FR-1_ |100-F-28 Process Effiuent Pipeiines) Accepted N LFI Remove/Treat/Dispose |Piping potentially contammated

-1 : : T e
Unpiannad Relsase; Soil Contaminsted by Expectad to bs removed with
100-HR-1  [100-H-22 Effiuent Line Leakage Accepted N WP; LFI; QRA; FF§ | Remove/Treat/Dispose |Process Effiuent Pipeiines
100-H Area Procsss Sewers and Yater
Treatment Facility Pipelines (sxchuding 100-
100-HR-1  |100-H-28 H-21 Procass Effiuent Pipeiines) Accepted N Remove/Treat/Dispose |Piping potentially contaminated
= TOTAL 100-HR-1 SITES: F]

I TOTAL REMAINING SITES FOR REMEDIAL ACTION: 12|

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION
WP = Work Plan
LFI = Limited Fieid irmestigation
QRA = Qualitative Risk Asssssment
FFS = Focused Feasibility Study
FS 142 = 100 Area Feasibility Study, Phases 1 and 2
ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/96
WSR-96 = Waste Site Reclassification Documentation, FYS6
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DRAFT

100 AREA REMAINING SITES FOR CONFIRMATORY SAMPLING - DRAFT 6

TR R P PR 00 R
100-8C-1  |100-B-3 Former Hot Thimbile Burial Ground Accepted N caﬁ'rnucry Sampling |CSE-96 Site; Thimbile removed
105-8 Fuel Storage Basin Cleanout Receved cleaned water from 105-
100-8C-1  116-B-15 Percolation Pit Accepted i WP LFI. Rod Strategy | Confirmatory B Fuel Storage Basin Cleanout
Former D&D Building site; tank
“closed” in place. Proximity Site
100-8C-1  {116-B-18 111-8 Fusi Examination Tank Accepted Y ROD Confimatory Sampling |for Group 3 Remedial Des:
. Sump was cleaned n ﬁﬂ, and
100-8C-1  [120-B-1 105-B Battery Acid Sump pling |not
100-BC-1 128-8-2 100-8 Burmn Pit #2 CSE-96 Site
Dk g 2 oL e e
i aprey
100-8C-2  |100-8-1 Area, Laydown Yard Accepted Confirmatory Sampling |{CSE-96 Site
100-BC-2  |100-C-3 118-C Sampie Building French Drain Accapted Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
W, LFT; ROD
100-BC-2 |116-C3 105-C Chemical Waste Tanks (unused) Discovery Y Strategy: FS 182 | Confirmatory Sampiing |CSE-96 Site
105-C Fuel Storage Basin Cleanout Received cleaned water from 105-
100-8C-2  [116-C8 | Percolation Pit Accepted Y WP:; LF|; Rod Confirmatory Sampiing |C Fuel Storage Basin Cleanout
WP; LFI; FFS; ROD Used for buming of soivents and
100-BC-2  |128-C-1 100-C Buming Pit Accepted N Strategy. FS 142 Confimatory Sampiing |solid wastes; no burial sites.
0 T SRR
100-DR-1__|100-D-7 Solid Waste Dump Accepted N C y Sampiing
|Storm Drain Outfall, Undocumented Liqusd
100-DR-1_ |100-D-10 (Waste Site Discovery N Confarnatory Sampling |potential chromate contamination
100-DR-1 100-D-24 1180 s-npuauugsmm Drain Discovery N Cu'l’lm_le__‘ d on Site dwg U-1-19810
190-D Sodwm Dichromate Soil Not known to be contaminated
100-DR-1  |100-D-30 Contamination, 185-D NaCr Trench Discovery N Confimatory Sampling {with Chromium VI
100-DR-1  |128-D-2 Bumn Pit Site Accepted Y ROD § Confimatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
VWP, LT, Ehﬁ FFS,
100-DR-1_ [130-D-1 1716-D Gasoline Storage Tank Site Accepted Y ROD Strategy. FS 182] Confimatory Sampling |CSE-86 Site
100-DR-1__ |628-3 |Bum Pit | Accepled ¥ ROD Strategy Confirmatory Sam CSE-96 Site
TOTAL ?N-Dlld SITE! 7
Ry R IR T : j e ST
Undocumented Sou Waste Bunal Solid m Nno hazardous waste
100-DR-2  [100-D-15 Sites/Borrow Pits Discovery N or asbestos known.
100-DR-2  {100-D-23 118-DR Building French Drain Discovery N Confimatory Sampling |indicated on Site dwg U-1-19810
WP, LFT;, GRA; ROD
100-DR-2  |116-DR-8 117-DR Seal Pit Crib Accepted ¥ M Confimatory Sampling |CSE-56 Site
WP, LFI; QRA; ROD Used for burming of solvents and
100-DR-2  |128-D-1 100 D/DR Burning Pit Accepted Y Strategy Confirmatory Sampling |sokid no bunal sites.
Solid waste: no hazardous waste
100-DR-2  |600-30 100-DR Construction Lay-down Area Accepted N ROD Strategy Confimatory Sampiing or Known.
TOTAL 100-DR-2 SITES: [] —
VT o vt e s R e P e TP L
100-FR-1 100-F-4 108-F Building 12-inch French Drain Accepted N
First French Dramn at East
100-FR-1  [100-F-8 Storage Room A N ROD Strategy Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
Second French Dran st East End of 105-F
100-FR-1 100-F-10 Storage Room A d N ROD SIIW Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
100-FR-1  |100-F-11 108-F Building 18 inch French Drain A N Confrmatory Sampiing |CSE-96 Site
100-FR-1  [100-F-12 36 inch French Dran at 105-F Building Accepted N ROD Strategy Confirmi ing |CSE-96 Site
T06F Buikding 30-inch French Dran, emove wi
100-FR-1  |100-F-16 Undk ed Discovery N Confirmatory Sampiing |Building
Chemicals Used at 108-F Building, Chemical| Remove with DD of 108-F
100-FR-1  |100-F-17 |Storage Tanks at 108-F Discovery N Confamatory Sampling | Building
Underground Tank st 105-F Building,
100-FR-1  |100-F-18 Undocumented Discovery N Confrmatory Sampiing |May have been removed
WP, LFI; ROD
100-FR-1_ [118-F-7 117-F French Drain Accepied Y . FS 182 | Confimatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
WP, LFI. QRA; FFS;
100-FR-1  |116-F-12 148-F French Dran Accepted Y ROD Strategy: FS 182| Confrmatory Sampling |CSE-86 Site
WP QRA; ROD Used for burming of solvents and
100-FR-1__ |128-F-2 100-F Buming Pit A Y Strategy. FS 142 | Confimatory Sampiing |solid no burial sites.
LF test pt found no contammnation
100-FR-1  |132F-1 Chronic Feeding Bam Site Accepted N WP: LFI; ROD Strategy] Confi y § ing |above background
UN-100-F-1 Unplanned Relsase, 141-C to
100-FR-1 UPR-100-F-1_|141-M Process Sewer Line Leak Accepted Y WP LFI: QRA: FFS_| Confimatory Sampiling |CSE-86 Site
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100-FR-1 [upn-mu-r-a IM-u.rySpidMG—F Fish Lab l _Accepted N Confirmatory Sampling Imwmmmm
2 14 |
e i v 1 00-F R R A T e B B
Strontium Garden, Undocumented Waste Gamma esmiting radionuciides
100-FR-2  [100-F-2 . Discovery N FFS; ROD Confimatory Sampiing |detected by radiation survey
I WP; FFS; ROD Silica gel containing C-12 from
100-FR-2  |118-F-4 SIEG.IBHNG‘M\G:HS-FPI Accepted Y Strategy Confimatory Sampling 115-FEr‘u'u.d-imhd|i(y
100-FR-2  |100-F-22 Pit, Undocumentsd Suspect Waste Site Discovery N Confimatory Sampling |No infor available
WP, FFS. ROD
100FR-2  |128-F-1 Buming Pit Acoepted Y 3""'!! Confamatory Sampling |[CSE-96 Site
L Y CSE-96 Site
5
T B et R
CSE-96 Site
CSE-96 Site
CSE-96 Site
CSE-96 Site
‘ e T
CSE-96 Site
100-HR-2 CSE-96 Site
et . i il 4
118-KE—2 cmnnu Shrlno(:ln Frlnd't
100-KR-2  |100-K-8 Drain (North) Accepted N ROD Strategy Confirmatory S w9 |Part of an intact facility
118-KE-2 Control Rod Storage Cave French
100-KR-2  |100-K-10 Drain (South) Accepted N ROD Strategy Confirmatory Sampling |Part of an intact facility
118-KW-2 Control Rod Storage Cave French]
100-KR-2  [100-K-11 Drain (North) Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiing |Part of an intact facility
118-KW-2 Control Rod Storage Cave French
100-KR-2  |100-K-12 Drain (South) Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiing |Part of an intact facility
183-KE Acid Neutralization Pit and Overfiow
100-KR-2  [100-K-14 French Drain Accepted N Confimatory Sampiing |Part of an intact facility
100-KR-2  |100-K-17 Acid Neutralization Pit Near 120-KW-3 / 4 Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiing |Part of an intact facility
100-KR-2  |100-K-26 Acid Neutraization Pit near 120-KE-4 and 5 Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiling |Part of an intact facility
100-KR-2  |100-K-29 183-KE Sandblast Arsa Accepted N Confimatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2  |100-K-30 183-KE Sulfuric Acid Tank Site (West) Accepted N Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2__ |100-K-31 183-KE Sulfuric Acid Tank Site (East) Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiing |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2  |100-K-32 183-KW Sulfuric Acid Tank Site (East) Accepted N Confimatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2  |100-K-33 183-KW Sulfuric Acid Tank Site (West) Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiing |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2  |100-K-34 183-KW Acid N lization Pit Accepted N Confirmatory Sampiing | Part of an intact facility
100-KR-2  |100-K-3§ 183-KE Acid Neutralization Pit Accepted N Conf y Sampling |Part of an intact facility
100-KR-2  |100-K-46 119-KE French Drain Discovery N Confirmatory S: h ,lR ved Yy
100-KR-2__|120-KE-2 183-KE Filter Waste Facility French Drain Accepted Y __wm_]nm Sulfuric Acid Sludge
183-KE Filter Water Facility Trench for CSE-96 Site. Sludge was
100-KR-2  |120-KE-3 sulfuric acid siudge. Accepted Y Confirmatory Sampiing |removed; site cannot be found.
100-KR-2 _|120-KE4 183-KE1 Sulfuric Acid Storage Tank Accepted N Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-86 Site
100-KR-2  [120-KE-5 183-KE2 MMWT“ Accepted N Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2 | 120-KW-2 183-KW Filter Water Facility French Drain Accepted Y Confirm ,s-npﬁqim Sulfuric Acid Siudge
100-KR-2  |120-KW-4 183-KW2 Sulfunc Ack Storage Tank ACCRp N Confirmatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
100-KR-2  |128-K-2 100-K Construction Oump & Buming Pit Accepted Y Confimatory Sampling imymm-nm
WP; ROD Strategy; FS
100-KR-2  |130-K-2 1717-K Waste Oil Storage Tank Accepted Y 182 Confematory Samphing | CSE-86 Site
Sohd Wast®; No NAZerdous wasie
100-KR-2 |600-4 Howrtzer Sits A d N Confirmatory Sampling |or ssbestos known.
100-KR-2 ]600-29 100-K Construction Lay-down Arsa Accepted N Confimatory Sampling |CSE-96 Site
TOTAL 100-KR-2 SITES 25

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION

WP = Work Plan

LFI = Limited Fieid investigation
QRA = Quaitatrve Risk Assessment
FFS = Focused Feasbility Study

FS 182 = 100 Area Feasiility Study, Phases 1 and 2
ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/96
WSR-96 = Waste Site Reciassfication Documentation, FYS8
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100-8C-1  |100-8-2 181-8 Backwash Trench Discovery N IFﬂy in use; FDH Responsibility
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-8C-1  |100-B-4 Pre-Hanford Building Foundation Discovery N responsibility
Not a wasts site; Site Infrastructure
100-8C-1  [100-B-5 Effiuent Vent Disposal Trench (unused) Discovery N ponsibility
184-8 Power House Ash Pit. 188-B Ash WP; LF|; FFS; ROD |Solid waste site; Closs under WAC 173-
100-BC-1  |126-B-1 Disposal Area Accepted Y Strategy; FS 182 1304
WP; LFI; QRA; FFS; |Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-BC-1  |126-8-2 183-8 Clearweiis A d Y ROD Strategy: FS 182 |304
WP, LFI; FFS; ROD |Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-BC-1 126-8-3 184-8 Coal Pit Accepted Y S!rma', FS 182 304
Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-BC-1  |132-8-1 108-8 Tritium Separation Facility Accepted Y WP: ROD Strategy | Close under WAC 173-304
Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-BC-1 132-8-3 108-8 Ventilation Exhaust Stack Site Accepted Y RODS&IW Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFI; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-BC-1 132-B-4 117-8 Filter Building A d Y RODSW Close under WAC 173-304
WP LFI; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-BC-1 132-8-5 115-8/C Gas R h Facility Accepted Y RDDS&I!W_ Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFl; FFS; ROD |Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-BC-1  |1607-B2 |{Septic Tank System, 124-B-2 Accep Y Strmtegy  |272-18501
|Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-BC-1 1607-B4 Septic Tank System, 124-8-6 Accepted Y WP; LFI; ROD Slrl'!! 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-8C-1  |1607-B5 Septic Tank System, 124-B-4 Accepted Y WP; LFI; ROD Strategy |272-18501
|Septic systsm; Close under WAC 247-
100-BC-1_ |1607-B6 Septic Tank System, 124-8-5 A Y WP, LFI; ROD 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-BC-1  |1607-B7 Septic Tank System; 124-C-1 Accepted Y WP, LF1; ROD Strategy |272-18501
Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-8C-1__ |600-34 100-8 Baled Tumblewsed Disposal Site Accepied N FFS: ROD Strategy |304
|Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-BC-1 il
L 100-BC-1 SITES
T R T T
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-BC-2  |100-C-2 P BmFmgnnmﬂPmul Discovery N ru_puhﬂy
WP; LFi; FFS; ROD |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-BC-2 132-C-1 105-C Reactor Stack Burial Ground Accepted Y Strategy Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFI; FFS; ROD |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-8C-2  |132-C3 117-C Filter Building Site Strategy  |Close under WAC 173-304 _
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-BC-2  |1607-B8 Septic Tank and Drain Field WP, LFI. ROD Strategy ]272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-8C-2 _ |1607-89 |Septic Tank and Drain Field WP: LFI; ROD Strategy [272-18501

Septic system; Close under WAC 247-

100-BC-2 __ {1607-B10 | Septic Tank and Drain Fieid WP. LFI. ROD Strategy 1272-18501

Septic system; Close under WAC 247-

100-BC-2__ |1607-811 |Septic Tank and Drain Fieid WP LFi: ROD Strategy |272-18501

wi = A 00-DR-1 %7 T T R N

|Former structure; Sobdwmm

100-DR-1  |100-D-8 105-DR Process Sewer Outfail Site; 1907-DR A d N Close under WAC 173-304
| Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-DR-1  |100-D-38 Suspect Septic Tank Discovery N WP: LFI 272-18501
105-D Fuel Storage Basin Cleanout Not & waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-DR-1 116-D-10 Percolation Pit Accepted Y RODM {responsibility
100-DR-1  |120-D-1 100-D Ponds Accepted Y WP: LFI. QRA; F§ 182 |RCRA Permit Mod.
184-D Powerhouse Ash Pit, 188-D Ash WP, LFIl; QRA; ROD |Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-DR-1  |126-D-1 Di Area Accepted Y Strategy: FS 182|304
WP, LFI; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-DR-1 132-D-1 115-D/DR Gas Recarculating Facility Accepted Y ROD w Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFI; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-DR-1  |132-D-2 117-D Fiter Building Accepted Y ROD Strategy Close under WAC 173-304
1608-D Waste Water / EMuent Pumping WP; LFI; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-DR-1  [132-D-3 Station Accepted Y ROD Strategy: FS 182 |Close under WAC 173-304
|Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-DR-1  [1607-D4 Septc Tank and Dramn Field Accented ¥ WP: LFI. ROD Strategy |272-18501
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system; Close under WAC 247-
100-DR-1  |1807-D5 Septic Tank and Drain Field Accepted Y WP; LFI; ROD S 272-18501
Evaiuate under WAC 173-340-740,
100-DR-1 _ |UPR-100-D-1 |Oil Soaked Soil N Method A, and clean up if necessary

Possible UST; If found, ciose under

100-DR-2  |100-D-11 Discovery N WP WAC 173-360
IMHOFF Septic Tank and dran field. D-13; Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-DR-2  |100-D-13 124-DR-3; 1607-DR3 Discovery N 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-DR-2  |100-D-28 180-DR Building Septic Sy Accepied N 272-18501
16814-D-1, Concrete Pad for Monitoring Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-DR-2  |100-D-38 | Station (500 Area) Discovery N responsibility
1614-D-3 Concrete Pad for Monitonng Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-DR-2  |100-D-37 Station (600 Area) Discovery N responsibility
105-DR Fuel Storage Basin Cleanout WP, LFI; QRA; ROD |Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-0R-2  |118-DR-10 Percoistion Pond Accepted Y Shw | respongibility
100-DR-2  |122-DR-1 105-OR Sodium Fire Facility Accepted Y FDH Responsibility
1608-DR Waste Water / Effiuent Pumping WP; LFI; QRA; ROD |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-DR-2 132-DR-1 Station D Y Slrlt.w Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFI; QRA; ROD |Septic system; Closa under WAC 247-
100-DR-2  |1807-D3 Septic Tank and Drain Field D N Strategy 272-18501
- 9

S v R

1717-F Building Drywsdl and Underground

Possible UST: If found, close under
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100-FR-1_ |100-F-5 Fuel Tanks Discovery N ROD Strategy  |WAC 173-360
|Possibie UST; If found, close under
100-FR-1 100-F-7 Underground Fusl Tank - 1705-F Building Accepted N ROD Strategy WAC 173-360
Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-FR-1__ ]100-F-8 French Drains Near 105-F Gate Accepted N ROD Strategy responsibility
WP, LFi; QRA; FFS; |Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-FR-1  |116-F-13 1705-F Expenmental Garden French Drain Accepted Y ROD Strategy; FS 122 |responsibility
Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-FR-1_ {132-F-2 144-F, 144-FB Inhaiation Laboratory Site Accepted N WP: ROD Strategy _|Close under WAC 173-304
|Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-FR-1  [132F-3 115-F Gas Recirculating Facility Site Accepted Y WP; LFI; RODW Close under WAC 173-304
Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-FR-1  |132F4 116-F Reactor Stack Demolition Site Accepted Y WP, ROD S Close under WAC 173-304
|Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-FR-1 132-F-5 117-F Filter Buikding Site Accepted Y WP LFI; ROD S! Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFI; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-FR-1 132-F6 1608-F Waste Water Pumping Station Site Accepted Y ROD Strll.w Close under WAC 173-304
Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-FR-1 141-C L.vnAninaIB.n&BWLmy Accepted N RODSI?'I!L Close under WAC 173-304
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-FR-1 1607-F2 Septic Tank Accepied Y WP, LFI; ROD Shmw 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-FR-1 1607-F3 Septic Tank, 124-F-3 Accepied Y WP; LFI; ROD S 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-FR-1 1607-F4 |Septic Tank; 124-F-4 Accapted Y WP; LFI; ROD Slrd.w 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-FR-1 1607-F5 Septic Tank; 124-F-5 Accepted Y WP LFI; ROD Strstegy |272-18501
Septic system; Closs under WAC 247-
100-FR-1 1607-F6 Septic Tank, 124-F-8 Accapted Y WP; LFI; ROD Strategy |272-18501
|Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100FR-1  |1607-F7 141-M Building Septic Tank, 124-F-7 Discovery N WE: LF| 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-FR-1 182-F 182-F Reservoir WP: ROD Strategy |272-18501
- it =y T £ T v i o 7 731
_100-FR-2 e
Not & waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-FR-2 100-F-14 Vet pipe near 105-F Reactor Building Accapted Y FFS; ROD S!r-togy |responsibility
Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-FR-2  |120-F-1 Glass Dump Accepted Y WP; FFS; ROD Strategy|304
Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-FR-2  |600-31 100-F Area Bottie Disposal Site Accepted N FFS; ROD Strategy  |304
TOTAL 100-FR-2 SITES: 3
SE. 100-HR1 > O s :
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Suspect Wasie Sie: 1716-H Garage Fusl Possible UST,; if found, ciose under
100-HR-1  |100-H-3 Tank Site Discovery ROD Strategy WAC 173-360
1717-H Hot Shop French Drain and |Former struchure; Sobid waste site;
100-HR-1 100-H-4 [+ d Storage Unit Accepted WP, ROD SIIW Close under WAC 173-304
100-HR-1  |118-HS8 183-H Solar Evaporstion Basins Accep WP, LF1; QRA; FS 142 |RCRA Permit Mod.
|Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-HR-1  [|126-H-2 183-H Clearwsiis/Disposal Pit Accep ROD Strategy, FS 182 |Closs under WAC 173-304
WP; LFi; QRA; FFS; |Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-HR-1 132-H-1 116-H Reactor Exhaust Stack Burisl Site Accep ROD Slﬂhw Close under WAC 173-304
WP; LFi; QRA; FFS; |Former siructure; Solid waste site;
100-HR-1 132-H-3 1608-H Waste Water Pumping Station Site Accepted ROD Sw FS 142 |Ciose under WAC 173-304
WP, LFi; FS 1&2; ROD |Septic system; Ciose under WAC 247-
100-HR-1 1807-H2 |Septic Tank and Drain Field, 124-H-2 Accepted SIIW 272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-HR-1 1607-H3 |Septic Tank and Drain Field; 124-H-3 Accepted WP; FS 182 272-18501
WP, LFI; FS 182, ROD |Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-HR-1 1607-H4 Septic Tank and Drain Field, 124-H-4 Accepted Slrlomi_ 272-18501

£

TOTAL 100-HR-1 SITES:

Waste Site: Poasible Septic Tank &

100-HR-2  |100-H-15 Tile Field Discovery 272-18501
|suspect Waste Site: Power House Brine Pit IFormer structure; Solid waste site;
100-HR-2 100-H-18 and French Drain Discovery Close under WAC 173-304
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-HR-2  |100-H-23 100H/R12 North intersection site (600 Area) Discovery responsibility
100-HR-2  |100-H-24 151-H Electrical Facilities and Laydown Yard Discovery PCB site; Address under TSCA
100-H Area Patrol Headquarters Storm I’iﬂlwmm:mw
100-HR-2  |100-H-27 JRunoff Ditch Discovery responsibility
184-H Powsrhouse Ash Pit; 188-H Ash |Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-HR-2 126-H-1 Disposal Area Accepted WP; ROD W 304
Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173~
100-HR-2 |128-H-3 100-H Burning Ground #3 A WP, ROD Sw 304
Former structure; Solid waste site;
100-HR-2 132-H-2 117-H Filter Building Site Accep ROD Strﬂ Closa under WAC 173-304
|Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-HR-2 | 1607-H1 Septic Tank and Drain Field, 124-H-1 A WP 272-18501
100-KR-2  |100-K-13 French Drain west of 168-KW oil storage tank Accep FFS; ROD Strategy _ ibility
Not a wasts site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2  |100-K-15 183-KW Liquid Alum Storage Tank, West Accepted responsibility
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2  |100-K-16 183-KW Liquid Alum Storage Tank (East) Accepted responsibility
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2 100-K-18 183-KW Caustic Neutr 1 Pit A d responsibility
Not & waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2  |100-K-19 183-KW Caustic Soda Storage Tank Site Accepted responsibility
Not a wasie site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2__|100-K-25 183-KE Caustic Neutraiization Pit Accepted responsibility
o Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2  [100-K-27 183-KE Caustic Soda Storage Tank Accepted responsibility i
. Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2  |100-K-36 1706KE Chemical Storage Facility Dry Well Accepted responsibilty
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2 | 100-K-37 1706KE Sultunc Acid Tank Accapted FFS; ROD Slrlln responsibility
Not & waste site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2  |100-K-38 1706KE Caustic Tank Accepted responsibility
Not a wasie site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2 100-K-39 118-KE-3 Filter Crib (Probably does not axist) Dk Y responsibility =
Not a waste ste; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2 100-K-41 100K Demolition Pit (600 Area) Discovery responsibility
105-KE Fuel Storage Basin; Iradiated Fissile
100-KR-2 | 100-K-42 Matenal Storage Discovery TPA Milastone M-24
105-KW Fuei Storsge Basin; imadisted Fissile
100-KR-2 100-K-43 Matenal Storage Discovery TPA Milestone M-34
Not & wasts site; Site Infrastruciure
100-KR-2  [100-K-47 1904-K Process Sewer Discovery responsiilty
Evaluste under WAC 173-340-740,
100-KR-2  [100-K-48 100-KE Oil Contamination Areas Discovery |Method A, and clsan up if necessary
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Evaluste uncer 173-340-740,
100-KR-2  |100-K-49 100-KW Ol Contamination Areas Discovery N S Method A, and clean up if necessary
WP, ROD Strategy. FS
100-KR-2  |118-KE-8A 1708-KE Condensate Collection Tank Accepted N 182 FDH Responsibility
WP; ROD Strategy; FS
100-KR-2 116-KE-68 1708-KE Evaporation Tank Accepied N _ 182 FDH Responsibility
WP; ROD Strategy; FS
100-KR-2 |116-KE-6C 1706-KE Wasts Accumuistion Tank _ Accepted N a2 FDH Responsibility
WP, ROD Strategy; FS
100-KR-2  |118-KE-6D 1708-KE lm__E:dw Cokunn Accepled N 182 FDH Responsibility
WP, FFS; ROD Not a wasts sits; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2__|120-KE-1 183-KE Filter Waste Facility Dry Well Accepted Y . FS 182 ponsibility
WP; ROD Strategy; FS [Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2  |120-KE-6 183-KE Sodium Dichromate Tank Accepted Y 182 3C
WP; ROD Strategy; FS [Not a waste ste; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2 120-KE-8 165-KE Brine Pit Accapted Y 182 il
WP; ROD Strategy; FS [Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2  |120-KE-9 183-KE Brine Pit Accepted Y _a2 responsibiity
WP; FFS; ROD Im--—n-;shmm
100-kR-2__[120400-1__ |183-KW Fiter Wister Faciity Dry Wel Accepted Y  FEIR2 lmeporaibity
WP; ROD Strategy; FS [Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2  |120-KW-3 183-KWH1 WMMT-* Accepted N 182 ponsibility
WP, ROD Strategy; FS |Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2  |120-KW-5 183-KW Sodium Dichromate Storage Tank Accepted Y 182 responsibility
WP; ROD Strategy; FS |Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2 | 120-KW-8 165-KW Brine Pit Accepted Y 152 responsibility
J WP; ROD Strategy; FS |Not a waste site; Site infrastructure
100-KR-2 | 120-kwW-7 183-KW Brine Pit Accepted Y 182 responsibility
WP, FFS; ROD | Solid waste site; Close under WAC 173-
100-KR-2  |128-K-1 100-K Dsmolition inert Landfill Accepted Y . FS 182 |04
WP; ROD Strategy; FS |Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2__|126-KE-3 183-KE Liquid Alum Storsge Tank #1 Accepted N 182 responsibility
WP; FFS; ROD FS&-‘&:CMMMCHS-
100-KR-2  |128-K-1 100-«&.:'1?& Accepted Y . FS 18&_ 304
WP; ROD Strategy; FS
100-KR-2 _|130-KE-2 166-KE Oil Stornge Tank Accepted Y 182 UST; Close under WAC 173-360
100-KR-2  |130-KW-2 166-KW Oil Storage Tank Accepted Y V\P.RODS!W UST; Close under WAC 173-360
Not a waste site; Site Infrastructure
100-KR-2  |600-55 Paved area and collapsed structure Accepted N FFS responsibility
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-KR-2 _|1607-K2 Septic Tank and Drain Fiekd: 124-KE-1 Accepted Y WP FFS; FS 182 |272-18501 _
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-KR-2 |160743 Septic Tank and Drain Field: 124-KW-2 Accapted Y WP; FFS; FS 182  |272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-KR-2  |1607-K4 Septic Tank and Drain Field; 124-K-2 Accepted Y WP: FFS; FS 182  |272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-KR-2  |1607-K5 Septic T.L-_d Drain Field; 124-KE-2 Accepted Y WP, FFS; FS 142  |272-18501
Septic system; Close under WAC 247-
100-KR-2__|1607-K8 Septic Tank and Drain Field; 124-KW-1 | Accepted Y WP. FFS; FS 182 [272-18501
TOTAL 100-KR-2 SITES: a

[ YOYAUREMAINING SITES UNDER OTHER AUTHOMITIES: 18]

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION

WP = Work Plan

LFl = Limited Field investigation

QRA = Quaitative Risk Assessment

FFS = Focused Feasibility Study

FS 142 = 100 Area Feasibility Study, Phases 1 and 2

ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/96
WSR-96 = Waste Site R ification Dx wation, FYS6
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RAFT

100 AREA REMAINING SITES RECOMMENDED FOR NO ACTION AND REJECTION - DRAFT 6 “:‘"2“- 1967

table56.xis)

Septic Tank System; 124-B-1

|Septic Tank System, 124-8-3

=2 100-DR-22555 : PR
100-DR-2  |100-D-14 Unnumbered Septic Tank #2 Accepted N WSR-88 Rejected Clean Septic Tank
WSR-96; WP; LFI;
100-DR-2  |1607-D1 Septic Tank and Drain Field; 124-D-1 | Accepted Y QRA: ROD Strategy Rejected Clean Septic Tank
TOTAL 100-DR-2 SITES: 2
.l 2 e ———c— '7 I : ik L
WSR-86; FFS; ROD No hazardous or dangerous
100-FR-2__ |100-F-1 100-FR-2 Depression Accepied N Strategy Rejected  |wastes
WSR-88; WP; FFS;
100-FR-2 1607-F1 |Septic Tank Drain Field; 124-F-1 Accepted Y ROD Slrnlw Rejected Clean Septic Tank
100-KR-2  |100-K-7 165-KE Ethylene Glycol Tanks Accepted WSR-08 No Action Removed & Clean
100-KR-2 100-K-8 165-KW Ethylens Glycol Tanks ACCBE N WSR-86 No Action |Removed & Clean
No hazardous or dangerous
100-KR-2  |100-K-20 183-KW Sodium Silicate Tank Site (West) Accepted N WSR-86 Rejected
No hazardous or dangernous
100-KR-2 100-K-21 1&-KWSnd_'u_m Silicate Tank Site (East) A d N WSR-86 Rey d {wasties
No hazardous or dangerous
100-KR-2  [100-K-22 183-KE S Silicate Tank Site (West) Accepted N WSR-86 Rejacted wastes
No hazardous or dangerous
100-KR-2  |100-K-23 183-KE Sodium Siicate Tank Site (East) Accepied N WSR-86 Rejected |wastes
INo hazardous or dangerous
100-KR-2 100-K-24 183-KW Bauxite Tank Accapted N WSR-86 Rejected jwastes
No hazardous or dangerous
100-KR-2 |100-K-28 183-KE Baunite Tank Accepted N WSR-86 Rejeciad wastes
WSR-86;, WP; ROD
100-KR-2  |130-K-1 1717-K Gasoline Storage Tank Site Accepted Y Strategy. FS 182 No Action Removed & Clean
WSR-86; WP; ROD
100-KR-2  [130-K-3 182-K Emergency Diesel Qil Storage Tank Accepted Y Strategy. FS 182 No Action Removed & Clean
WSR-96; WP; ROD
100-KR-2  [130-KE-1 105-KE Emergency Diesel Oil Storage Tank Accepted Y Strategy. FS 182 No Action Removed & Clean
WSR-86; WP, ROD
100-KR-2  [130-KW-1 105-KW Emergency Diessl Oil Storage Tank A d Y Strategy’ FS 182 No Action Removed & Clean
WSR-88; WP, FFS;
ROD Strategy; FS
100-KR-2 1607-K1 Septic Tank and Drain Field; 124-K-1 — Accepted Y 182 Rejected Clean Septic Tank
TOTAL 100-KR-2 SITES: 13 5

[ TOTACRO ACTION AND REJECTED WASTE BITES:] 21|

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION
WP = Work Plan
LFI = Limited Field investigation
QRA = Quaittative Risk A
FFS = Focused Feasibility Study

100 Area FS 142 = 100 Area Feasibiiity Study, Phases 1 and 2
ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/96
WSR-86 = Waste Site Reciassfication Documentation, FYS8
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100 AREA REMAINING SITES

KEY FACILITIES AND SITES FORD D - DRAFT 6

DRAFT ...

(table36 xis)

WP, LFI; QRA; FFS; |Coordinste with |Above-ground facility, intact

100-8C-1  |1168-7 116-8-7, Outfall Structure Accepted RODWFS 142 |D&D outfall structure
Kay facility per Section 8 of the
100-8C-1  |118-8-8 105-B Reactor Building Accepted WP: ROD Stretegy |  Key Faciity |TPA
100-8C-1  |118-B-9 104-B2 Storage Building _ Accepted WP LFI; ROD Strategy |Project Sits building
100-8C-1 132-8-2 116-B Reactor Exhaust Stack Accepted WP D&D reactor exhaust stack
1804-82 Outfall Structure Site, 116-8 WP; LFI; QRA; ROD |Listed D&D |Above-ground facility, intact

100-BC-1 132-8-8 |8 Accapted Slhn |Project Site joutfall structure

WP, LFI; QRA; FFS; |Coordinate with |Above-ground facility, intact
100-B8C-1 132-C-2 1904-C D\#_II_LHG-C-‘ outfall structure

ROD Strategy __|DAD

105-C Horizontal Control Rod WP, LFL; FFS; ROD |Listed D&D
100-BC-2 [118-C4 |Storage Cave Strategy: FS 182 |Project Site
TOTAL 100-BC-2 SITES:
00-D :
WP, LFI; QRA; FFS; |Listed D&D
100-DR-1  |116-D-5 1804-D Outfall Structure Accepted ROD Strategy: FS 182 [Project Site
WP, LFL; QRA; FFS; |Coordinate with |Above-ground faciiity, intact
100-DR-1 116-DR-5 1804-DR Outfall Structure Accepted ROD M FS 142 |D&D outfall structure (filled with soil)
Key facility per Section 8 of the
100-DR-1  |118-D-8 105-D Reactor Building Accepted WP; QRA Koy Facility |TPA
100-DR-1  |132-D-4 116-D Reactor Exhaust Stack WP'.QRA:RODMMSK. Jreactor exhaust stack
TOTAL 100-DR-1 SITES:
e e et e e e e e e e —— e -
Kay facility per Section 8 of the
100-DR-2  |118-DR-2 105-DR Reactor Building Aﬂ:!ﬂ WP Koy Facilty |TPA

WP; LFL; QRA; FFS; |Coordinate with |Above-ground facility, intact
100-FR-1 116-F-16 PNL Outfal Accep RODW DLD_ outfall structure
100-FR-1  [118-F-8
100-FR-1  |126-F-2
S = e
100-HR-1  |100-H-8 Ramp Discovery D&D |the 105-H Reactor Building
Contaminated below-ground
Coordinate with |structure within the shadow of
100-HR-1 100-H-11 Em.nimﬂmﬁ.’d‘\uﬁlﬁ Accepted D&D the 105-H Reactor Building
l Contaminsted below-ground
Suspect Waste Site: Expansion Box Coordinate with |structure within the shadow of
100-HR-1 100-H-12 FWMFI!_MM Discovery D&D the 105-H Reactor Buiiding
Contaminated below-ground
Coordinate with |structure within the shadow of
100-HR-1  {100-H-13 Suspect Waste Site: French Drain G Discovery ROD Strategy DaD the 105-H Reactor Building
Contaminated soil within the
Coordinate with |shadow of the 105-H Reactor
100-HR-1 100-H-14 Surface Contamination Zone H Accep D&D Building
WP, LFI, GRA. ROD | Coordinate with |Above-ground facility, ntact
100-HR-1 __|116-H-5 1904-H Outfall Structure Accepted Strstegy FS 182 |D&D joutfall structure
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100 AREA REMAINING SITES
KEY FACILITIES AND SITES FOR D D - DRAFT 6

DRAFT

i .2

April 24, 1997
(table36.xis)

| Extoting Adwiiiwtrativet 55 a1 o
Pecord e Status ' }-- %~ . - Comments:

S

W:LFI;DMFFS:FSIW-M Contamnated below-ground

182: ROD Strategy  |D&D structure; intact
Kay facility per Section 8 of the
WP Key Facility |TPA
g S
Coordinste with

1708-KE Fish Pond Vaive Pit and I&m.umwmm
100-KR-2  |100-K-3 Heat Exchanger Pit Accepted N ROD Strategy D&D beneath an intact facility
TOB-KE Wet Fish Stucies Laborstory,
Fish Pond, Aquatic Life Coordinate with |Suspected soil contamination
100-KR-2  |100-K-4 T.*ll!hhw Troughs Accepted N ROD W |D&D beneath an intact facility
Coordinate with |Suspected soil contamination
100-KR-2 100-K-5 1705-KE French Drain Accepted N FFS; ROD S&Iﬂw D&D beneath an ntact facility
105-KE Vacuum Pit, Cycione Listed D&D Contaminated below-ground
100-KR-2 100-K-6 Separator Accepted N ROD Sw |Project Site structure; intact
Listed D&D
100-KR-2  |116-KE-5 150-KE Heat Recovery Station Accepted N WP FFS: ROD Strategy |Project Site |Above-ground facility; intact
Listed D&D
100-KR-2  |116-KW-4 150-KW Heat Recovery Station Accepted N WP. FFS; ROD Strategy |Project Site |Above-ground facility; intact
|Kay facility per Section 8 of the
100-KR-2  |11B-KE-1 105-KE Reactor Building Accepted N WP Key Faciity [TPA
105-KE Horizontal Control Rod WP, ROD Sirategy; FS |Coordinate with
100-KR-2  |11B-KE-2 Storage Cave Accepted N 182 D&D Above-ground facility; intact
Kay facility per Section 8 of the
100-KR-2 | 118-KW-1 105-KW Reactor Building ACCep N Key Facility |TPA
105-KW Horzontal Control Rod WP; ROD Strategy; FS |Coordinate with
100-KR-2 | 118-KW-2 Storage Cave Accepted N 182 D&D Above-ground facility, intact
WP; ROD Straetegy; FS |Coordinate with
100-KR-2 126-KE-2 1!3-KELMMStmTﬂﬂ Accepted N 182 D&D |Above-ground facility, ntact
Coordinste with |Above-ground facility; intact
100-KR-2  |132-KE-1 116-KE Reactor Exhsust Stack Accepted N WP: ROD Strategy _ |D&D reactor axhaust stack
100-KR-2 132-KW-1 116-KW Reactor Exhaust Stack Accapted N WP; ROD Strategy IE‘D reactor exhaust stack
Known 80il contamnation
100-KE Fuel Storage Basin leak (UN Coordinate with |beneath the 105-KE Fuel
100-KR-2 UPR-100-K-1 |100-K-1) — Accepted b D&D Storege Basin
TOTAL 100-KR-2 SITES: 14

[~ TOTAL REMAINING SITES WHICH ARE KEY |
FACILITIES OR CONSIDERED FOR D&D:

43

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION
WP = Work Plan

LFI = Limited Field investigation

QRA = Quaitatve Risk Asssssment

FFS = Focused Feasibility Study

FS 182 = 100 Area Feasibilty Study, Phases 1 and 2

ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/98
WSR-96 = Waste Site Reclassification Documentation, FY96
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100 AREA REMAINING SITES - BURIAL GROUND SITES -QB'A At 24, 1997

(table48. xis)

R O i L P

WP, LFI; QRA FFS;

ROD Strategy; FS
100-BC-1_ |118-B-5 Bail 3X Burial Ground Accepted Y 182 Access Control _|Burial Grounds Task Team
100-8C-1  |118-B-7 111-8 Solid Waste Burial Site Accepted ¥ WP LFI. QRA: FFS | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team

WP, LFI; QRA; FFS;

ROD Strategy; FS
100-BC-1  ]118-8-10 115-B/C Caisson Site Accepted ¥ 182 Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team

TOTAL 100-BC-1 SITES: 3

WP, LFI;, FFS; ROD

100-8C-2  |118-B-1 105-8 Burial Ground Accepted i 4 Strategy RCRA Bamer  |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP; LFI; FF§; ROD| Remove-Treat-
100-BC-2  |118-8-2 Construction Burial Ground No. 1 Accepted Y MFSMZ Dispose Burial Grounds Task Team
WP, LFI; FFS; ROD
100-8C-2  [118-B-3 Construction Burial Ground No. 2 Accepted Y Strategy FS 182 | Access Control |Bunal Grounds Task Team
105-8 Spacer Burial Ground, 105-B WP, LFI; FFS; ROD
100-BC-2  |118-B4 Dummy Burial Ground Accepted Y Strategy; FS 182 | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP LFI; FFS; ROD
100-8C-2 |118-B6 108-B Solid Waste Burial Ground Accepted Y Strategy, FS 182 | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
105-C Burial Ground; 105-C Solid WP, LFI; FFS; ROD
100-BC-2  |118-C-1 'Waste Burial Ground Accepted Y. Strategy: FS 182 RCRA Barmier  |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP; LFI; FFS; ROD| Remove-Treat-
100-BC-2  |118-C-2 105-C Ball 3X Storage Tank Accepted Y Strategy; FS 182 Dispose Burial Grounds Task Team
100-8C-2  |600-33 105-C Reactor Test Loop Burial Site N ROD Strategy | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
TOTAL 100-BC-2 SITES: []
AT - e R S ] S e B s L R i ke
100-DR-1  |100-D-5 Undocumented waste site near 103-D Accepted Y ROD Strategy Access Control IBuri-iGmu\leuk Team
Burial Ground 40 (118-D-4D); Buried
100-DR-1  |100-D-6 VSR Thimbie Site Accepted N LFl; FFS Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
100-DR-1  |{100-D-32 lummmmu Discovery N LFl; FFS Access Control Imcmrmru'rm
100-DR-1 100-D-33 ]Hi\u’mm&m# Discovery N LFI; FFS Accass Control |Bui||GmmTuk Team
100-DR-1  {100-D-35 Minor Construction Burial Ground #1 Discovery N LFl; FFS Access Control |Bu-i-l Grounds Task Team
Burial Ground 18 (118-D-18), Minor
100-DR-1  |100-D-41 Construction Burial Ground #5 Discovery N WP; LFI; QRA; FFS | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
Burial Ground 4C (118-D-4C); Buried
100-DR-1_ |100-D-43 VSR Thimbie Site _ Accepted N LFI Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
Bunal Ground 4B (118-D-48); Buried
100-DR-1  |100-D-45 VSR Thimbie Site Accepled N WP LFI; QRA: FFS | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
100-DR-1  |100-D-46 Immmu(na-o-u) Accepted N WP LFI. QRA. FFS | Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP LFI; QRA; FFS;
ROD Strategy; FS
100-DR-1 126-D-2 184-D Coal PitBurial Ground 182 No Action |Burial Grounds Task Team
s L I
T e OQ-DIR -2 . T
Construction Bunal Ground 4E (118-D- inciuded in the Volume of Bunal
100-DR-2  |100-D-47 4E) Accepted N FFS Access Control | Ground 118-D-4
WP, LFI; QRA; FFS; B
100-DR-2  [118-D-1 100-D Burial Ground No. 1 A Y RODS&m Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP LFI; QRA; FFS; I
100-DR-2 1168-D-2 100-D Bunial Ground No. 2 Accepted ¥ RODSW RCRA Bamier |Burial Grounds Task Team
; WP; LFI; QRA; FFS;
100-DR-2  |118-D-3 100-D Bunal Ground No. 3 Accepted hd ROD Strategy | RCRA Bamer |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP: LFI; QRA: FFS; ]
100-DR-2  [118-D4 Construction Bunal Ground Accepted Y ROD snug Access Control |Bunial Grounds Task Team
WP LFI; QRA; FFS;
100-DR-2  |118-D-5 Ball 3X Burial Ground Accepted Y ROD Strategy Access Control |Bunial Grounds Task Team
WP; LFI; QRA; FFS;
100-DR-2  [118-DR-1 105-DR Gas Loop Bunal Ground A L4 ROD Strategy Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP, LFI; QRA; ROD
100-DR-2__[126-DR-1 190-DR Clearweil Tank Pit Accepted Y Strategy Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
__ TOTAL 100-DR-2 SITES: 3 |
I I Remove-Treat-
100-FR-2 100-F-20 PNL Pacallel Pits Discovery N FFS Dispose Bunal Grounds Task Team
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100 AREA REMAINING SITES - BURIAL GROUND SITES - DDR_A. F’E""- 1997,

(table48.xis)
e i 3 : s : e
o e e
* e A g Jat A %
WP; FFS; ROD
100-FR-2 118-F-1 Burial Ground No. 1 Y Stﬂ:FS1IZ RCRA Bammer |Bunial Grounds Task Team
WP; FFS; ROD
100-FR-2  |118F-2 Burial Ground No. 2 Y Strategy A}Eaucmwl Burial Grounds Task Team
WP; FFS; ROD
100FR-2  |118F3 Bunal Ground No. 3 ¥ M ﬂnuucnul Burial Grounds Task Team
WP; FFS; ROD Remove-Treat-
100-FR-2 |118F-5 PNL Sawdust Pit Y . FS 182 Dispose Burial Grounds Task Team
WP; FFS; ROD
100-FR-2 [118F-8 PNL Solid Waste Burial Ground ¥ Strategy: FS 182 RCRA Barmer  |Burial Grounds Task Team
100-F Miscelianeous Hardware Storage
100-FR-2  |118F-7 Vault Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
100-FR-2 118-F-8 PNL Rad Site o Y FFS: ROD W RCRA Bamier |Burial Grounds Task Team
TOTAL 100-FR-2 SITES: 8
T 00-H _, ‘ _ g
Remove-Trest- |"Proximty Site™ in September
100-HR-2  |100-H-2 ‘lmgh_GuﬂonBm!Pﬂ Y ROD Strategy Dispose 1995 ROD Remedial Actions
WP, LFI; FFS; ROD
100-HR-2 118-H-1 100-H Bunial Ground No. 1 Y RCRA Bamier  |Burial Grounds Task Team
100-H Burial Ground No. 2; H-1 Test WP, LFI; FFS; ROD
100-HR-2  |118-H-2 ll_.mpmct\:.m Y Sw FS 182 Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
WP, LFI; FFS; ROD
100-HR-2  [118-H-3 Construction Burial Ground ) m FS 1&82 Access Control |Burial Grounds Task Team
L LR . ROD
100-HR-2 [118-H-4 |Bail 3X Burial Ground Y . FS 182 Access Control |B|l'illGru.rld!Tﬂ(T.ln
WP, LFI; FFS; ROD| Remove-Treat-
100-HR-2 118-H-5 105-H Thimbie Pit ¥ WFS 182 Disp Burial Grounds Task Team
100-KR-2  |118-K-1 100-K Burial Ground (118-K) Y
100-KR-2 _ |118-K-2 |Siudge Burial Ground N FFS
| TOTAL 100-KR-2 SITES: 2

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION

WP = Work Plan

LFI = Limited Fieid Investigation
QRA = Qualiitative Risk Assessment
FFS = Focused Feasibility Study

FS 142 = 100 Area Feasibility Study, Phases 1 and 2

ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/68
WSR-96 = Waste Site Reciassification Documentation, FYS8
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PRELIMINARY 100-IU-2 AND 100-IU-6 WASTE SITES
DISPOSITION TABLES
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DRAFT

Preliminary 100-1U-2 and 100-IU-6 Waste Sites Disposition Tables

Attached are the following 100-IU-2 and 100-IU-6 Waste Sites Tables, Draft 2, for:
. Sites for Remedial Action (3 pages) wuvoivciissssvmweiiassissssas 70 sites
. Sites Recommended for Rejection (1 page) . ............ ... ... ... _21 sites

Total: 91 sites
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DRAFT

100-1U-2 and 100-1U-6 WASTE SITES FOR REMEDIAL ACTION M":b;:- "::’)
ra.xis
-DRAFT 2 - ‘
S peetiy Existing
_Operable- | WIDS Site- WIDS © | Listed in TPA- Record Proposed ]
Unit Code Wasts Sits Name~ Classification |App. C (Rev.4)?] Documentation Action Comments
: 100-1U-2
Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible soil contamination
100-1U-2 600-5 Waste Oil Dump; Asphalt Heliport Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling from oil
Focus Package Confirmatory |Received waste water from ice
100-1U-2 600-52 'White Bluffs Surface Basin Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling house and Pickling Acid Crib.
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-98 |East White Bluffs City Landfill (EWBCL) Accepted Y Scoping Category 5 Sampling Pre-Hanford Landfill
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-99 J. A. Jones #2 Accepted Y Scoping Category 4 Sampling Insufficient data
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2  |600-100 White Biuffs Landfill (WBL) Accapted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |Pre-Hanford Landfill
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-IU-2  |600-119 White Bluffs City Dump Accepted N Scoping Ca% 5 Sampling Pre-Hanford Landfill
Focus 'ossible contamination from
100-1U-2 600-120 Spare Parts Bum Pit Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling oils and solvents
Focus Pa e onfirmatory
100-1U-2 600-121 Coal Ash Piles Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Coal Ash
Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible lead contamination
100-1U-2 600-124 Bum Site and Paint Disposal Area Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling from paint
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-125 Waste Disposal Trench 1 Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Pre-Hanford Landfill
L Focus Package Confirmatory |Petroleum product
100-1U-2 600-127 Fuel Storage Area Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-128 Oil and Qil Filter Dump Site Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling  |Probable oil contamination
White Bluffs Community Dump Site (Pre- Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible oil products
100-1U-2 600-129 Hanford) Accepted Y Scoping Category 4 Sampling  |contamination
Focus Package Confirmatary |Possible oil and other chemical
100-1U-2 600-131 | Special Fabrication Shop and Warehouse Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory |Potential for radioactive waste,
100-1U-2 600-132 Construction Contractor Shop Landfill Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling oils, and solvents
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-135 Spare Parts Machine Shop Landfill Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Insufficient data
Focus Package Confirmatory |No spills or hazardous
100-1U-2  |600-138 Fumigation Building Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |materials known.
Focus Package Confirmatory |Probable lead and oil products
100-1U-2 600-139 Automotive Repair Shop Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-172 |White Biuffs French Drain or Dry Well Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Steam condensate drain
White Biuffs Domestic Debris Dump and Focus Package Confirmatory
100-IU-2  |600-173 Buiiding Foundation Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling |Domestic debris
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-174 White Bluffs French Drain Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Steam condensate drain
Focus Package Confirmatory |Received waste water from ice
100-1U-2 600-175 Original Priest Rapids Ice House Drain Field Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling house.
Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible lead contamination
100-1U-2 600-176 White Biuffs Paint Disposal Area Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling  |from paint
White Bluffs Pipe Bender and Equipment Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-177 Dumping Area 4 Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Probabie oil contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory |Site contains buried demolition
100-1U-2 600-179 Priest Rapids Ice House Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling debns.
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-180 White Bluffs Suspect Automotive Repair Shop Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Miscellaneous debris
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-181 White Bluffs Qil Dump Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Qil contamination
White Bluffs Asbestos Pipe Lagging and Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible asbestos
100-1U-2 600-182 Excess Piping Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-183 White Bluffs Burn Pile and Debris Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Identify 5 galion drum materiais|
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-184 White Bluffs Townsite Septic System Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Nonresidential septic system
Focus Package Confirmatory |Buldging drums and chemical
100-1U-2 600-188 White Bluffs Waste Disposal Trench 2 Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling or ol dumping
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DRAFT

100-1U-2 and 100-1U-6 WASTE SITES FOR REMEDIAL ACTION “'(’:ulir"z’;
-DRAFT 2 -
¥ o gyl Em ¥
. Administrative
Operable | WIDS Site ; WIDS' Listed in TPA- Record Proposed
Unit Code ‘Wasts Site Name: Classification |App. C (Rev.4)?7] Documentation Action Comments
Focus Package LConfirmatory [Fossible ol and paint
100-1U-2 600-189 White Bluffs Warehouse Facility French Drains{ Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling  |contamination
'White Bluffs Warehouse Tar / Paint Disposal Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible oil and paint
100-1U-2 600-190 Area Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
'White Bluffs Pre-MED Community Dump Site Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-191 2 Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Qil products contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory |No spills or hazardous
100-1U-2 600-193 White Bluffs Gas Station Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |materials known.
Focus Package Confirmatory |No spills or hazardous
100-1U-2 600-194 White Bluffs Main Pipe Fabrication Shop Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |matenials known.
Focus Package Confirmatory |No spills or hazardous
100-1U-2 600-195 White BLuffs Townsite Electrical Substation Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling matenals known.
White Bluffs Farm Dump Site and Partially Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-196 Backfilled Pit Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |Pre-Hanford Landfill
Focus Package Confirmatory |Building foundation and coal
100-1U-2 600-199 White Bluffs Ash Covered Concrete Pad Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling ash +
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-200 Priest Rapids Ice House Septic Tank Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Nonresidential septic system
White Bluffs Paint and Solid Waste Disposal Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible lead contamination
100-1U-2 600-201 Site Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling from paint
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-203 White Bluffs French Drains Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Insufficient data
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 600-209 White Bluffs Excess Railroad Tie Materials Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |Pre-Hanford Landfill
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-2 628-1 White Bluffs Bumn Pit Accepted Y Scoping Category 4 Sampling Possible hazardous materials
TOTAL 100-1U-2 SITES: a4
100-1U-6: - - -
Focus Package Confirnatory |Possible soil contamination
100-1U-6 600-3 Hanford Townsite Dumping Area and Paint Pit Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling from paint cans
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-20 Tank Cleaning Site Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Possible fuel contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory |Surface debris and building
100-1U-6 600-24 West P-11, Anti-Aircraft Artillary Compound Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling foundations
Focus Package Confirmatory |Nonhazardous and
100-1U-6 600-26 Hanford Townsite Bumn Pile Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling nonradioactive
Abandoned monitoring well; Well DC-6 / Weil Focus Package Confirmatory |Volatile organics in one
100-1U-6 600-27 699-50-18C Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling monitoring well
Hanford construction camp coal yard (101 Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-50 Building) Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Coal Ash
WSR-96; Focus Cribs were surveyed and
Cribs at 213-J&K Gable Mtn. Plutonium Package Scoping Confirmatory |removed. Documentation is
100-1U-6 600-107 Storage Vaults Accepted Y Category 2 Sampling not available.
213-J & K Gable Mountain Plutonium Storage Focus Package Confirmatory |Surveyed and released.
100-1U-6 600-108 Vauits Accepted ¥ Scoping Category 5§ Sampling |Documentation is not available.
Focus Package Confirmatory |Hanford townsite landfill. No
100-1U-6 600-109 Hanford Trailer Camp Landfill (HTCL) Accepted il Scoping Category 5 Sampling hazardous materials known,
Focus Package Confirmatory |Hanford townsite landfill. No
100-1U-6 600-110 Hanford Townsite Landfill (HTL) Accepted X Scoping Category 5 Sampling hazardous materials known.
Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible remaining septic
100-1U-6  [600-111 P-11 Critical Mass Laboratory Accepted Y Scoping Category 4 Sampling  |tanks and drain field
Focus Package Confirmatory |Lead contamination and
100-1U-6 600-149 Small Arms Range Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling  |unexploded ordnance
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-178 213-J and 213-K Guard House Toilet Pit Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Nonresidential septic system
Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-185 Hanford Construction Camp Honey Dump Site Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling JNonrssidamial septic system
Hanford Construction Camp Septic Tanks and Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-186 Sewage Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling Nonresidential septic system
Building and foundation
Hanford Construction Camp Fumigation Focus Package Confirmatory |removed. No hazardous
100-1U-6 600-192 Chamber Discovery N Scoping Category 5 Sampling 1als k
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100-1U-2 and 100-1U-6 WASTE SITES FOR REMEDIADBA Whlachi 49 1807

(tableSra.xis)
- DRAFT 2 -
i ; Existing
| Operable | WIDS Site WIDS | Listedin TPA Record Proposed
Unit Code Wasts Site Name Classification |App. C (Rev.4)7] Documentation Action Comments
Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible chemical and oil
100-1U-6 JBOO-ZD? Four Burn and Burial Pits at Hanford Townsite Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory |Possible ehemical and oil
100-1U-6 |600—204 Hanford Townsite Burn and Burial Trench Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling contamination
Focus Package Confirmatory |Hanford townsite landfil. No
100-1U-6 600-205 Hanford Townsite Landfill 2 Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling  |hazardous materials known.
Focus Package Confirmatory |Trash dump. No hazardous
100-1U-6 600-206 101 Building Graphite Dump Site Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling materials known.
Hanford Construction Camp Powerhouse Ash Focus Package Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-207 Pile Accepted N Scoping Category 4 Sampling Coal Ash
Boiler house waste water
|Hanford Construction Camp Boiler House Focus Package Confirmatory |ponds. No hazardous
100-1U-6 600-208 Ponds Accepted N Scoping Category 5 Sampling materials known.
Hanford Airport Underground Fuel Storage Confirmatory
100-1U-6 600-213 Tanks Discovery N N/A Sampling Tanks were not observed
Focus Package Confirmatory |Removed from radiation zone
100-1U-6 UPR-600-16 |Fire and contamination spread; UN-600-16 Accepted X Scoping Category 4 Sampling status.
Cleanup of 1987 spill was not
Focus Package Confirmatory |documented. Site cannot be
100-IU6  |UPR-600-18 |Tank Truck Gasoline Spill; UN-600-18 Accepted Y Scoping Category 2 Sampling  |located.
Focus Package Confirmatory |Barrel rotted spilling lime sulfur
100-1U-6 UPR-600-19 |Lime Sulfur Barrel; UN-600-19 Accepted Y Scoping Category 5 Sampling on the ground.
— TOTAL 100-1U-6 SES: 26
I TOTAL 100-1U-2/6 SITES FOR REMEDIAL ACTION:] 70 |

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION
Focus Package = "Approach and Plan for Cleanup Actions in the 100-I1U-2 and 100-1U-6 Operable Units of the Hanford Site,” DOE/RL-95-108
LFI = Limited Field Investigation
QRA = Qualitative Risk Assessment
FFS = Focused Feasibility Study
100 Area FS 1&2 = 100 Area Feasibility Study, Phases 1 and 2
WSR-96 = Waste Site Reclassification Documentation, FY96
ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/96

PROPOSED DISPOSITIONS DOCUMENTATION
Rejected = Scoping Category 1 from Section 4 and Appendix A of the Focus Package
No Action = Scoping Category 2 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package
Action = Scoping Category 3 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package
Possible No Action = Scoping Category 4 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package
Confirmatory Sampling = Scoping Category 5 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package
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100-1U-2 and 100-1U-6 REJECTED WASTE SITES - Q! ; ; Masch 19, 1887

(tableSr.xds)

Whits Biuffs Large Fenced Depression
100-1U-2 800-123 Farm Site Rejected
100-1U-2 600-126 JSrnlI Subsidence Rejectad
100-1U-2 600-130 |American Pips Company Facilities Rejected N S%.m 1 Rejected Package
ocUs From Appendix A of the Focus |
100-1U-2 600-138 Jinsulation Warehouses Rejected N s% 1 Rejected Package
OCUS Tom [ ocus
100-iU-2  |800-157  |White Biuffs Concrets Foundation Pads Rejected N Scoping Cat 1 Rejected  |Package
Fw—uPﬂ‘# rom [ ocus
1004U-2 1600-158 Station Rejected N Sﬁ% 1 Rejected Package
ocus From X OCus
1004U-2 IBDD-159 'White Bluffs Bank Well Rejected N %&w 1 Rejected
I ocus From [ ocus
100-U0-2  |800-180 White Bluffs Irigation Debris Rejactad N Smpc_.g;%y 1| Rejected |Package
Focus om 3 @ Focus
100-1U-2 600-161 White Biuffs Plumbing Debris Rejected N S% 1 Rejectad Package
Focus om [ 4 OCUS
100-1U-2 800-182 'VWhite Bluffs Pipe Debris/Buckst of Lead Rejected N Scoping Category 1 Rejected Package
Focus Package Tom X @ Focus
100-1U-2 600-163 White Bluffs Pipe Testing Shop Rejectad N Scoping 1 R Package ‘
Focus E% Tom X @ Focus
100-1U-2 600-164 White Bluffs Earth Berm and Trench Rejected N Scoping Ca 1 Rejected Package
Focus Fﬁz rom X ocus
100-1U-2 4500-105 White Bluffs Valve Box/Subsidence Rejected N S{npng_gl%;
Focus
100-1U-2 ISDCHBB 'White Bluffs Subsidence Rejected N S% 1
ocus
100-1U-2 |soo-157 White Bluffs Cistern Rejected N Scoping Category 1
Focus Package Tom Appendix A of the Focus
100-1U-2 1500-170 White Bluffs Subsurface Concrete Structure Rejected N Scoping Category 1 Rejected Package
| Focus Package |From Appendix A of the Focus
100-1U-2 600-171 White Bluffs Townsite _Rejected N Scoping Catsgory 1 Rejected Package
100-1U-2 IBGO-1SB Whits Biuffs River Bank Concrete Structure Discovery N Proposaed for rejection
TOTAL 1004U-2 SITES: 19
EEE 004 = .
I Focus Package From Appendix A of the Focus
100-1U-6 600-168 Hanford Construction Camp Trenches Rejectad N Scoping Category 1 Rejectad Package
Buckhoidt Ranch Toilet Pits, Merriford Ranch Focus Package From Appendix A of the Focus
100-lU-8  |600-169 Toilet Pits Rej N Scoping Category 1] Rejected  |Package
TOTAL 100-1U-§ SITES: 2
[ YOTAL TS5 0T REJECTE SeS 11— ]

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD DOCUMENTATION
Focus Package = Approach and Plan for Cleanup Actions

LF| = Limited Field Investigation
QRA = Qualitative Risk Assessment
FFS = Focused Feasibiity Study

100 Area FS 142 = 100 Area Feasibility Study, Phases 1 and 2
WSR-96 = Waste Site Reclassification Documentation, FY98
ROD Strategy = 100 Area Record of Decision Strategy, 2/8/96

PROPOSED DISPOSITIONS DOCUMENTATION
Rejected = Scoping Category 1 from Section 4 and Appendix A of the Focus Package
No Action = Scoping Category 2 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package

Action = Scoping Category 3 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package

Possible No Action = Scoping Category 4 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package
Confirmatory Sampling = Scoping Category 5 from Section 4 and Tables 1 & 2 of the Focus Package
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Attachment 7

' FROM THE DESK OF: L.A.DIETZ »0{# W .
E_NV]RONMENTAL TECHNOLOGIES
| 372-9378/H0-20 :

TO: - G.O.Gesell HO-17 DATE: - August 14, 1997

SUBJECT: REJECTED WASTE SITES FOR 100-FR-1, 100-FR-2, 100-HR-1, AND
100-HR-2

- This memo is to request that the attached WIDS General Summary Reports, Discovery Site
Evaluation Checklists and Waste Site Reclassification Forms be included with the Unit
Manager’s Meeting Minutes. The attached documents have been prepared in accordance with :
the Maintenance of the Waste Information Data System (WIDS), Tri-Party Agreement Handbook
Management Guildelines, Document Number RL-TPA-90-001, Draft Procedure Number =~
TPA-MG-08 (in preparation). -

- This information documents the agreements arrived at during two meetings. During the first
meeting, held on July 29, 1997, the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the U. §S.

- Department of Energy (DOE) agreed that 11 waste sites from the 100-F Area will be classified as
“Rejected” or reclassified as “Rejected”. During the second meeting, held on August 8, 1997,

- the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) and the U. S. Department of Energy

(DOE) agreed that 8 waste sites from the 100-H Area will be classified as “Rejected” or

reclassified as “Rejected”.

The attachment includes the supporting documentation for eight “Rejected” wastes sites in the
100-FR-1 Operable Unit, two “Rejected” wastes sites in the 100-FR-2 Operable Unit, five
“Rejected” sites in 100-HR-1, and three “Rejected” sites in 100-HR-2 Operable Unit.



Environmental Sites Database

. 29-Jul-97
General Summary Report
Site Code:  100-F-5 Site Classification:  Accepted Page 1
Site Names: 100-F-5, 1717-F Building Drywell
Site Desc: * The site is a 1.2 meters (48 inches) diameter french drain (drywell). The drywell was constructed 05720187

Assoc Struct:

Site Type:
Status:

Programmatic
Responsibility:

Operable Unit:
Hanf~d Area:
Site Accessible:

Access Req:
. L.ocation Desc:
Env. Mon Deéc:

Releése Desc:

Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
-Activities:

Site Comment: -

per Hanford Standard AC-5-3 and was surrounded by steel post and chain.barrier. The purpose of
the site was to receive boiler steam condensate from blowdown vaives. A 10 centimeter (4 inches)
pipeline connected the boilers (2) of the 1717-F Building to the drywel:.

The site. was related to the 1717-F Building (Combined Shops). The site is associated with site 100- 08120187
F-32, 1717-F Building Underground Fuel Oil Tanks.

French Drain 052087 Start Date:
Inactive End Date:

Coordinates;

(E) 580620.875
100-FR-1 (N) 147757.719

- 100F. Wasklagion State Plane
No )
Site Hazards:

The site is approximately 26 meters (85 feet} west of the 1717-F Bui!diné. 0572097
The drywell was visibie on Hanford photagraph $1041622-1. More recent photographs show the 05/20/57

site as a slightty depressed area, bare of vegetation, and covered by rock cabble. The site appears
to have been removed.

References: 1. B. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseiine Report Including Operable Units 100-FR-
1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV Q.
2. Vitro Engineering Co., 6/30/65, Plot Plan, H-1-14562.
Dimensions:
Length: Meters Feet 05720197
Width: Meters Feet 05/20/97
Depth f Height: Meters Feet
Qverburden Depth: Meters Feet
Diameter: 1.22° Meters 4.00 Feet 05720097
8q. Area: sqMeters sgFeet
Est Volume: cuMeters cuFeet
Capacity: Liters Gallons
Site Shape: -
References: - 1. Vitro Engineering Co., 6/30/65, Plot Pian, H-1 -14562. '

Regulatory information:



Site Code:  100-F-5 - ' Site Classification: ~ Accepted ' Page 2

Part A Permit Application Written: = No ' Interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No _ . Covered under TPA Action Plan: No
Registered Class V Underground Solid Waste Management Unit: Yes
Injection Well: - N Air/Water Permit Written: No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type:

Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice .
TSD Number:
References: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseline Report Including Operable Un:ts 100-

FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV 0.

Waste Informgtion:

Type:
‘Category:

Physical State:

Amount:
Units:

Reported Date:

Start Date:
End Date:
Description:

References:

Steam Condensate 05120/97

. Nondangerous/nonradioactive o207
Liquid 05720197
The unit received steam condensate from autornatic blowdown valves connected to the 0520197

boilers. The steam generation system for 1717-F was a once through system. The
condensate would have received some residuai salt {sedium chioride} from witer softeners.
Backflush from the water softeners went to the sanitary sewer system. Review of the

* drawings shows nio indication of any additional chemicat treaiment during water softening.

Steam condensate was ot recycled to the boiler system. Drawing H-1-14566, Steam
Generating Equipment Installation Piping Diagrams, shows the steam generation equipment
including, the beilers, automatic blow down valves, piping to the drywell, and the drywell.

1. Vitro Engineering Co., 6/30/65, STEAM GENERATING EQUIPMENT INSTALLATION PIPING
DIAGRAMS, H-1-14566.




Waste Site Reclassification Form

Date Submitted: June 30, - Operabie Unit(s): 100-FR-1 ' Control Numbgrf 97-001
1997 _ : _ _
Originator: C]érénce £, Waste Site IB: 100-F-5, 1717-F Building
Corriveau, Jr., MSIN HO-17 Drywell _ o
‘Phone: 509-372-9565 Tvpe of Reclassification Action:
' Rejected J&{
{losed Out @

No Action OO

This form documents agréement among the parties listed below authorizing classification of the subject
unit as rejected, closed out. or no action and authorizing backfill of the site. if appropriate. . Final

removal from the NPL of no action & closed-out sites will occur at a future date.

Description of current waste site condition:

(Summarize status of investigation/remediation of the waste sites.)

The site was a 1.2 meter (48 inch) diameter French drain (drywell). The drywell was constructed per
Hanford Standard AC-5-3 and was surrounded by a steel post and chain barrier. The purpose of the site
was to receive boiler steam condensate from blowdown valves in a 10 centimeter (4 inch) diameter steam
| pipeline. The pipeline carried steam from the 1717-F Building (Combined Shops) to other buildings and
facilities for process and comfort heating. The site cannot be found and is believed to have been
removed during D&D of the 1717-F Building in 1976.

Basis for reclassification:

(For closeout. reference supporting documentation. as Tisted in Table 2-3.)

Steam condensate is nondahgerous and nonradioactive. The steam generation system at the 1717-F
Building was a once-through system and condensate was not recycled. Review of Drawing H-1-14566 shows
no indication of any additional chemical treatment during water softening.

L

ject: Manager: .- -

_EPA Project: Manager- - Lo o Signatupe




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.}

Discovery Site ID Number: 1676
Site Alias{es): . 100-F-5, 1717-F Building Drywell
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

© o o

1

IF YES, CHECK “NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO,GOTO2.

Does the unit receive uncontamirigted rainwater runoff only? yOn @

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered inte WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below correspond
with the six-waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Coinpiete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste

- management unit (SWMU)} as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

Is the material at the unit & waste? (i.c.. 2 reguiated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, ¥ @ n O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas) .

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2b.

2.

2.d.

Is the waste from historical residentat activities? (i.c., not from industrial. _
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) ¥ O " @

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e.. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit}
| v Ob ®

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct material
regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? y O n @

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF S0, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GO TO 2.e. - '. o

2e.

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface

impoundment. land treatment-unit. waste pile, tank, container storage area.

incinerator, injection well. wastewater treatiment unit, waste recycling unit. or ¥ © n O
other physical, chemical. or biological treatment unit) '

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IF NO,GOTO 21,

YES

NO-



21 Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas o
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic haman
actii_rity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, ¥ O n O
industrial process sewer systems, etc.} .

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO,'CHECK NO. GOTO 3.

3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete iterns 3.a and 3.b below)

3a Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed

waste? ¥ O n @

3.b.
Have hazardous wasies or subsiances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as 2 RCRA disposal urit and may require action to mitigate 2 yOrn ®
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units) i . .

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

O

‘NO

®

4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adeguately cleaned up and represents
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous snbstance releases,
inciuding petroleum, that may require action to mmgale a pofential enwronmentai
impact)

YES

NO

3. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure?

YES

NO

6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or
mixed waste?

YES

NG -

7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential
environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage nmit)

YES

NO

Comments:

A Ko 5T

ERC Data M ﬁem Investigator - ) Date
" f/o?q/ﬁ
Rggg A G‘ liance Concurrence ' Date



lD,ISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST -

(Te be completed by 2 member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for 2 newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1676

Site Alias{es): 100-F-3, 1717-F Building Drywell

Waste Management Unit Nota Wa_ste Management Unit  More Information Needed

® O O

1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? OEE()
- Yy %W

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES

e Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 hzlow correspond )

with'the six waste management unit typés found in the TPA definition.) ' -
2. Complete items 2.a through 2.1 below to.determine if the unit is a solid waste

management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a. Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.¢., a regulated waste or a discarded ]
material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, v @) a [
industrial/sanitary wastewatet or other discarded solid. liquid. semisolid. or
contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GOTO b,

2.b. - Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c.. not from industrial.

commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) Yy {}tn ®
2.c. Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit} ¥ Cn-e)

2.d. Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? LY

C

~~
(g
=

A YESTO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU, IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TQ 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2e. " 'Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (Le., a landfill, surface
“impoundment, land treatment unit. waste pile, tank. container storage area.
incinerator. injection well..wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit.or y @) =
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit) -

o
~

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IF NO, GO TO 2.0

2.f£ Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human — .
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, - yooom o

industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.




3 [s the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.a and 3.b below) YES NO
O @

3.a Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangemus or mixed
waste? y DOn @

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to —
regulation as 8 RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate 2 yi /s a @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF ETTHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.

4 Is the miit_an unplanned release-that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA ' :
reportabie quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance reieases, O ®
including petroleum, that may require acnon to mmgate a potential environmental '
impact)

5 Is the ﬁnit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO

O @

6. Does the vnit requlre a RCRA permnt for the treatntent or storage of dangerous or YES NO

mixed waste? . .

() @

A is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO
environmental impact? {(e.g., radicactive waste storage unit) .

ORI )

Comments:
ERC Data Management Investigator ‘ Date
Regutatory Compliance Concurrence Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

oFE- ﬂem Date

L ead Regunlatory Agency Concurrence Date



Environmental Sites Databasé_

29-Jul-97
General Summary Report
Site Code: 100-F-6 Site Classification: - Rejected  Paget
Site Names: 100-F-6, 1716 FA Fuel Tank and Pump
Site Desc: The site is the 1716-FA Automotive Repair Shop gas tanks and gas pumps. Hanford Drawing M- 0E/04/97
. 2838 shows the focation of the shop and gas tanks. :

Assoc Struct: The site was related to the 1716-FA Automotive Repair Shop. 0EM4/ST
Site Type: Storage Tank . Start Date:
Status: - Inactive ' End Date: ‘ 1945
Progfammatic H .
Responsibility: Coordinates;

. (E} 580719.438
Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 N)  148122.109
Hanford Area: 100F Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No
Access Req: - ' Site Hazards:
Location Desc:  The site is located north of the westem half of the 100F Coal Storage Area. 08/35/57

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc:

"Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:  The facilities probably operated during the 100-F site construction period and were then removed - balapaT
. along with many other so calied "temporary construction” or "TC" buildings. . The facilities are )
present on Hanford photo P-7840, dated December 22, 1944, but are not present on later photos. _
“The concrete pad for the decommissioned repair shop is visible on Hanford photo 91041622-1.
Drawing M-2938, Sheet 5, doesn't specify the fuel tanks as underground or aboveground and the
tanks are not apparent on the photograph. Temporary automotive fueling facilities at other Hanford
locations used above ground fuel tanks. The fact that the tanks are designated by a dashed fine
and that alf other removed buildings are aiso designated by dashed lines tends to indicate that the
tanks were removed {Hanford ‘Drawing M-2938 sheet 5).

References: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baselme Repon Inciuding Operable Units 100-FR-
1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-168 REV 0.
2. D. B. Blumenkranz, 8/2/94, WIDS Site Addition: 100-F-6 (#94-103).
3. Outside Lines - Telephone & Fire Alarm - 100 F Area, Map 2938 Sheet 5.

Regulatory Information:

Part A Permit Application Written: No Interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Plan: . No
Registered Class V Un_derground' Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: No Air/Water Permit Written: C No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Reguiatory Authority: " CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number:

References: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseline Report Including Operabie Units 100-
FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-T!-169 REV 0.




Site Code: 100-F-6 Slte Classification: ) Rej_ected ' Page 2

2. D. B. Blumenkranz, 8/2/94, WIDS Site Addiﬁﬁn: 100-F-6 (#94-103).

aste Information:

Type:
Category:
Physical State:
Amount:
Units:
Reported Date:
Start Date:
End Date:
Description:
References:

Qil . 08MB/95

Hazardous/Dangerous Co 08/20/35
Liquid 08/30/95

1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseiine Report Including Operable Units 100-
FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-T1-169 REV 0.




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1677
Site Alias(es): 100-F-6, 1716 FA Fuel Tank and Pump

Waste Management Unit - Nota Waste Management Unit  More information Needed

O | @ O

1. Docs the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y Do @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT” ABOVE AND STOF. IFNO, GO TO 2,

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a wa-ste management vnit as defined in Section 3.1 of _ YES
the Tri-Party AZ:wement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below correspond -
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition:) O

2. Complete items Z.a through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(n) of RCRA.

2a. Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded
material. including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, ¥
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid. semisolid. or
contained gas)

S

P

IF NO. CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO2.b.

2.b. Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c.. not from industrial. . .
. commercial. mining, agricultural, or community activities) ; N

e ~Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean \
Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥ { Jn {3

24d. Does the waste consist ONLY of source, speciat nuclear, or byproduct -~ -~
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ’ _Y (1 \J

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
ISNOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2e. Was the waste placed in a discernable vnit? (i.e., a jandfill, surface )
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank. container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or y (_3 n
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

L

o

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 21

2.1 Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e.. areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/intoading operations. solvent washing, Y
-industrial process sewer systems, ete.)

IF YES. CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

. NO



3. . Isthe unit a waste disposal unit? {Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) R YES NO
O e
3a Daoes the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangemus or mlxed ..
waste? Y O n @
' 3.b. Have hazardoﬁs wastes or substances béen disposed of in a buria ground, pit, _
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a Y () n @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radloactwe waste disposal units, pre- :
RCRA units) .
IF EITHER 18 YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents YES = NO
' a potential threat to humanr heaith or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA _
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance refeases, o -
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental
impact}
5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO
)
6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerons or YES NO
- mixed waste? . ) o
O e
7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potent:a! YES NO
'enwronmental impact? (e.g., radicactive waste storage unit) . : (_\ >
-
. J 4
Comments: Tanks are not evident and were probably above-ground that were removed after completion of construcuon. There is

no data or other evidence mdlcatmg that a release oceurred.

ERC Data Management Investigator ‘ Date

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence ' Date

* FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATQOR REVIEW PER SECT ldN 5.2 OF RL-TPA-50-0001

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence : ’ Date




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

" Discovery Site ID Number: 1_67‘] )
Site Alias{es): 100-F-6, 1716 FA Fuel Tank and Pump

- Waste Management Unit - Not a Waste Management Unit - More Information Needed

o @ O

1.

. Does the nnit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? ¥ O n @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO,GOTO2.

A check in any "YES" boxbelowmd:catesﬁes:te:sawastemaméemeﬂnnﬂasdeﬁmdﬁﬁeﬂmnll of the
Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (itemsZthmugl'Ibelowompmdwrthﬂle
slxwastcmanagmmnnutypﬁ found in the TPAdeﬁmtlon.)

2.

Complete items 2.3 ﬂlroughz.fbdowtodetermneiﬂheun&isasolldmste management
unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(z) of RCRA.

2a -

_ contained gas)

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated wastr. ora dlscardedmatenal,
including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demofition debris, vy O @
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, Ilqmd, sernisolid, or

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES,GOTO2b.

2b.

2.c

24.

.Does the waste consist ONLY of source, spemalmclm, orbypmduct material

‘NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IFALLARENO GO

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (le.,notﬁ'ummdml,
cnnunma],nnnmg,agncu]mLorwmnmmwmm:s) ¥ O n O

Iz the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ® O
: ¥ n

regnlatedbythcAtomlcEnﬂgyAct? - ¥ O n O

AYES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE IS

TO 2.e.

‘Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.c., a landfifl, surface :

impoundment, land trestment vrit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or y O n O
ather physical, chemical, or biological treatmert unit) : _

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2L

YES NO

o @



2f Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.¢., arcas receiving
small but steady discharges over time from systematic mman activity, such as
ﬁomloadmgfunloadmgopaﬁmns,solmwasbmg.md\mﬂmmm ¥ O n O
gystems, etc.)
TF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.
. _ ) YES NO
3 . Is the unit a waste disposal mit? (Complete items 3.z and 3.b below)
3a DowtheunnreqmreaRCRApmmtforthedmposslofdangmusormmed
_ waste? ¥ O n @
3.h, : .
Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or Iand surface that is not subject to
‘regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a potential ¥ O @
-environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposai units, pre-RCRA umnits)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4,
. . _ : ' YES. NO
4, Is the vmit an unpianned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents a
- potential threat to human health or the environment? (ie., releases above CERCLA ' o @
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardons substance releases, . - -
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental impact)
YES NO
S Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure?
' ' O @
YES NO
6 DoesmemﬂtreqmreaRCRApmﬁtforthetremnorstmgeofdangerousormixetl _ :
| waste? O @
' YES NO
7. Isthemutanothertypeofstongemuﬂiatmynqmacﬁontomiﬂgateapotenﬁal L
cnwmnmmulimpact" (e.g., radioactive waste storage unif) O @@

Conunents: - Ta.nksarenot ewdentandwerepmbahiyabove-gmundthatwmmnovedaﬂcmmpleuunofmmmm Thereisno -
dataorotharmdmcemdummgﬂlatareleaseocwrmi

//er//ﬁ?
//oc/f"r

Regulafory Compiiance Concurmrence



Environmental Sites Database

. . : 29-Jul-97
General Summary Report
Site Code: 100-F-§ Site Classification: Accepted Page 1
Site Names: 100-F-8; French Drains Near 105-F Gate
Site Desc: : The two french drains are constructed of 91 centimeter (36 inch) concrete pipe of unknown iength usi9m7
~ buried to a depth which places their upper surfaces a few inches above grade.

Assac Struct: o
Site Type: French Drain Start Date: -
Status: Inactive End Date:
Programmatic . : : : - .
Responsibility: Q.O_O_fﬂnitﬁi

. ' : (E) 580547.062
Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 () 147645.312

~ Hanford Area: . 100F Washington State Plane

Site Accessible: No
Access Req: . Site Hazards:
Location Desc:  The french.drains are near the main (north) entrance gate to the 105-F Reactor Buiiding security osneT

fence. The first drain is about 22.9 meters (75 feet) south of the gate and the second is in line with
the first and about 7.6 meters (25 feet) further south.

Env. Mon Desc:

Releasé Des¢:

Release Potential |
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities;

Site Comment: . Both drains are of the typé frequently used to receive steam condensate from aboveground steam = 0511997
: lines. . :

" References: _ -1. D. H. DefFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Basehne Report Including Operabie Uinits 100-FR- -
1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-163 REV (.

Reguiatory Information:

Part A Permit Application Written: No Interim Closure Plan Written: No

Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Ptan: Unknown
Regtstered Class V Underground ~ Sofid Waste Management Umt‘ " Yes:
Injection Well: . No AirfWater Permit Written: Unknown

TPA Waste Management Unit Type: Waste disposal unit
Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number;

References: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Basaiine Report Including Operable Units 100-
FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV 0.

Waste information:. B
Type: Water 051077195
Category: - Unknown : OOT/SS




Site Code:  100-F-8 Site Classification:  Accepted ' Page 2

.Physical State:
Amount:
Units:-
Reported Date:
Start Date:
End Date:
Description:

" References:

Liguid 0807195

1. D.H. Dngrd, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseline Report including Operable Units 100-
FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV 0.




Waste Site Reclassification Form

Date Submitted: June 30. Operable Unit(s): 100-FR-1 | Control Number: 97-002

1997
Originator: Clarence E.- | Waste Site ID: 100-F-8, French Drains Near

Corriveau, Jr., MSIN HO-17 105-F Gate

Phone: 509-372-9565 Type of Reclassification Action:

Rejectedﬂ
Closed Out O

No Action O

This form documents agreement among the parties listed below authorizing classification of the subject
unit as rejecited, closed out. or no action and authorizing backfill of the site, if appropriate. Final
removai from.the NPL <¥ no action or closed-out sites will occur at a future data.

Description of current waste site condition:
(Summarize status of investigation/remediation of the waste sites.)

The site is near the main (north) entrance gate to the 105-F Reactor Building security fence. Two
French drains were constructed of 0.9 meter (36 inch) diameter concrete pipe of unknown length buried
to a depth which places their upper surfaces a few centimeters above grade. Both drains are of the
type frequently used to receive steam condensate from above-ground steam lines. The first drain is 23
meters (75 feet) south of the gate and the second is in 11ne with the first and about 11 meters (36
feet) farther south.

Basis for reclassification:
(For c]oseout reference supporting documentat1on as listed in Table 2-3.)

Steam condensate is nondangerous and nonradioactive.

G.L Goidlbers, -
DOE. Progect: Hamager . .

Ecology Project Manager ... - .

' g%nnél&;ﬁéS-_h\n]5¥
EPA PrgjectiManager“ N

;:gSIQHature _:




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1679

Site Alias(es): " 100-F-8; French Drains Near [05-F Gate
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed
® O O
L Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff ohiy? y 7 n @
p—y p\sd

iF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2,

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of

the Tri-Party Agreement (TT.4) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below correspond

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Complete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2.4

is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage. refuse, sludge, construction/demotition debris, - ¥
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liguid, semisolid, or
contained gas)

IF NO, CHIECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

*®

—
R

2b.

2.d.

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e.. not from industrial,

commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) LA

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitied under the Clean
Water Aet? (i.e.; National Poflutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct _
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ¥

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
‘1S NOT A SWMU. IF 50, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

=

C

@

Was the waste-placed in a discernable unit? (i.c., 2 landfill. surface
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area.
incinerator. injection well, wastewater treatment unit. waste recycling unit. or v
other physical, chemical. or biclogical treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNQ, GO TO 2.£.

C

2.f.

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unioading operanons, solvent washing, ¥
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 3.

s
(M

NO



3 Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b befow) YES NO
C @

3a.. Does the unit rcqhirc a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed - .
waste? : ' Yy T @

3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

" pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to. —
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a Yy @
potential environmental impact? {e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the uxmit an unplanned reiease that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
a potential threat to human healith or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA N .
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, - -
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental
impact)

8. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure?  YES NO

O e

6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or . YES NO
mixed waste? ) -

¢ @

7. “Is the unit arother type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential ‘YES NO
environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage enif) S

!
. L \.)

Comments:
ERC Data Management Investigator : Date
Regulatory Compliance Concurrence Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REV[EW PER SECTION 52 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

7/erfaz
L7

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence



DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
- the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1679

Site Alias(es): ' 100-F-8, French Drains Near 105-F Gate

Waste Management Unit Not 2 Waste Management Unit  More information Needed

@ N O | e

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

Does the unit receive uncontamirated rainwater runoff only? y O s @ '

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below com:spund
with the six waste management unit ty-pes found in the TPA definition.)

2,

Complete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., 2 regulated waste or a discarded S

material, including garbage, refase, sludge, construction/demolition debris, ¥ @ n O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded soiid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GOTO 2.h.

2.b.

24.

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., not from industrial,

- commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) ¥ O n @

Is the umit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit} y O @
n

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct

- material reguiated by the Atomic Energy Act? yOn @

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE

IS NOT A SWMU. IF S50, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. FF ALL ARE NO,
GOTO 2.e.

e

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.c., a landfill, surface

impoundment, land treasment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ @ n O

" other physrcal chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2.

YES ' NO

@ O



2f  Isthe unit the result of routinie and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic homan :
activity, such as from loading/unioading operations, solvent washing, Y O n O
industriai pmwss sewer systems, £tc.)

IFYES,CHECKYES IF NO, CHECK NO. GOT03

YES NO

® O

3. - Is the unit & waste disposai vnit? (Cumple& itemns 3.2 and 3.b below)

3a Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed

waste? | ' yOu @

3b. Have hazardous wastcs or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

~ pond, ditch, crib, ttench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as 2 RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigae a ¥ @ - O
potential environmental impact? (c.g., radloacnve waste disposal units, pre- '
RCRA units)

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.

4, Is the unit an unplanned reiease that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents )
s potential threat to humaa health or the environment? (i.e., reieases above CERCLA o @ '
- reportable quantitics defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential enwronmental

lmpacl}

. NO
s Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure?

ok
®

. _ ' - NO
6. Dots the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or

mixed waste?

o8
®

NO
7 . Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potentul

environmentsl impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit)

O &
®

Comments:

"/M/r'?
\ )91

ch&atm-y Complmnce Concutrence



Environmental Sites Database

Meters

‘ 29-Jul-97
General Summary Report '
Site Code:  100-F-17 _ Site Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Names: 100-F-17, 108-F Chemical Pump House, Chemica! Storage Tanks at 108-F, Chemicals Used at
o 108-F Building .

Site Desc: The site is a four story stee! framed building with concrete block walls, concrete foundation and 05/28/97 .
floors, and a concrete tile roof with a tar and gravel surface. The entire buiiding is in poor :
condition. The chemical storage tanks that were originaily iocated on the west side of the bunldlng '
have been removed, A loading dock extends from the southend of the east wall. A gas dock is
attached to the south end of the building. Abandoned equlpment and debris is scattered around the

_ southwest cormner of the building. .

Assoc Struct: osr2em?

Site Type: Storage Tank 101195 Start Date: -

Status: Inactive 02275 ' End Date:

Programmatic . .

Responsibility: Coordinates:

. ' (EY 580585.625
- Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 (N) 147620.484
Hanford Area:  100F _ Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No
) The 108-F roof i$ unsafe to walk on. - . ‘ :
. Access Req; Facility Landlord escort required Site Hazards: Ashestos 0s/26/97
Biclogical Hazards o
. Collapse Potentiai
Location Desc: The 108-F building is Iocated approximately 100 meters (330 feet) east of the 105-F Reactor - ose7,
' ' Building. o
Env. Mon Desc:  The building is inspected routinely under the Inactive Facilities Surveillance and | Mamtenam:e o oelTes '
" Program. '

Release Desc:

Reiease Potential

Desc: Openings to the 108-F building have been covered to inhibit spread of contamination. 09/27195

Process Desc:  The 108-F was originally built to be used as a chemical pump house {o hoid and pump various osrzas?
chemicais needed in reactor water treatment and reactor purging (internal cleansing). It contained
many holding and mixing tanks and pumps, along with storage bins for dry materials, conveyor
systems, hoppers, and power shovels. Shorlly afier the F Reactor began operation, it was
determined that such treatment would not be required and cooling water treatrment could be

- ‘performed eisewhere in the systems. The 108-F building was then converted to be used as a
biologicai laboratory where the effects of radiation and contamination on plant and anima life were
studied
Cleanup ' B
- Activities: osre2ist

Site Comment: 111385 -

References: 1. M. S. Gerber, 09!93 Manhattan Project Buildings and Facltrhes at the Hanford Site: a Construction
History, WHC-MR-0425.

2. TF Johnson, 4/28/95, Suspect Waste Site investigation Logbook, EL-1238.
3. General Electric, 11/15/62, AREA MAP - 100F, H-1-13850 Sheet 2.
Length: 4587 Meters 150.50 Feet 0s:27/85
| Width: 9.75 Meters 32.00 Feet 08027195
Depth / Height: 17.68 Meters 58.00 Feet 02735
Overburden Depth: Feet




Site Gode:  100-F-17

Site Classification: Rejectéd

Page 2

Diameter: Meters Feet o
Sq. Area: . sqMeters sqFeet i
Est. Volume: - - CuMeters cuFeet ;
Capacity: . Liters Gallons
Site Shape:
References: 1. M. 8. Gerber, 09/93, Manhattan Project Bulldmgs and Facifities at the Hanford Site: a
- _ Construction Histary, WHC-MR-0425.
Part A Permit Application Written: No  9921mS Interim Closure Plan Written: No . 08/27735
Part B Permit Application Written: Ne 025 . Covered under TPA Action Plan: No - 08/27/95
Registered Class V Undergroand . Solid Waste Management Unit: No 0si27/85
iacti . o27N5 - .
Injection Well: No : AlriWater Permit Written: No oo
TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Regulatory Authority:
TSD Numbert:
References: _
Type: Asbestos (friable) 03127195
Category: Mixed 09/27/95
Physical State: .  Solid
Amount;
Units:
Reported Date:
Siart Date:
End Date:
Description:

References: = - 1. TF Johnson, 4/28/85, Suspect Waste Site Invéstigation Logbook, EL-1238.




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site iD Number: . 1849

Site Alias(es): 100-F-17, 108-F Chemical Pump Howose, Chemical Storage Tanks at 108-F, Chemicals Used at
-108-F Building .

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

o ® C

. . . .. . a .
1. Does the unit receive nnlcontnmmated rainwater ranoff only? y \-) " @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE IMANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IENO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management urit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES NO

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (tems 2 through 7 below comespond : -

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) N )
2 Complete items 2.a through 2. below to determine if the unit is  solid waste

management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3084(u) of RCRA.

2a Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., 2 regulated waste or a discarded ~ N
material. including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, ¥ \_/ -
mdustnallsannary wastewater o other discarded solid, liquid, semlsohd or
contained gas) -

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2.b. is the waste from historical residentai activities? (i.c.. not from industriai,
commercial. mining. agricultural, or community activities)

2.c. Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean )
Water Act? (i.e., National Polintant Discharge Efimination System permi) ¥ ./ ™ . |

2.d, Does thc waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct ~ o
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ¥ ‘\)

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
TS NOT A SWMU, IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

3 Was the wastc placed in a discemable unit? (i.c., a landfill, sutface
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area. )
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit.or .y ( } n )
other physicai, chernical, or biological treatment unit) .

IF YES, CHECK YES AND-GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 21,

2.f Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e.. areas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human toL
[ Ty
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washmg, Yoo o

industrial process sewer systems, efc. )

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.




3. Is the unit 2 waste disposal unit? (Cnmp_lete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YES NO
' - e

Ja Does the wnit require ;cl RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed . i~ y
waste? : y .o ®

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disﬁoscd of in a burial ground. pit.

' pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or tand surface that is not subject to ~
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require-action 1o mitigate a y 1@
potential environmental impact? (c.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NQ. GO TO4.

4. . Istheunitan unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represénts " YES NO
a potential threat to kuman heaith or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA ' o~
reportable quantities defined in 48 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, L .
including petrolewm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmentz! :
impact)

8, Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO

O e
6. ~ Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or ] YES NO
nixed waste? . - ' '
o )
7. " 1s the unit another type of storage uait that may require 2ction to mitigate 2 potential YES NO
‘environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) ) ) ®
! _ ( ®

Comments; Tanks have been removed.

ERC Data Management investigator Date

Regulatory Compliance Cnnc&mnm " Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001
y.l)o : _ Date

/27

Dgte

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence



-DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery sn{. D Number: 1849

Site Alias{es):

. 100-F-17, Chemicals Uscd at 108-F Building, Chemical Storage Tanks at 103-F

Q ' ® ' o

Waste Management Unit  Nota Wasts Management Unit  More information Needed

1.

~ IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT” ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y O a @

A check in any "YES" boxbelew.indiwnsthesiteisawmmmgemnunits defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement {TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Mems 2 through 7 below comespond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.}

2

Complete items 2.2 through 2. below to determine if the unit is  solid waste
mansgement unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004¢u) of RCRA.

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded iyo

material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, y @)
industrizl/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas) ) B .
IF NO, CHECKNO ANP GO TO 3. IF YES,GOTO 2b. ﬁ

2b.

2c

2d. .

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial,

commercial, tining, agricultural, or community u:nvmes) y O n O

is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permif) y OO

DoesthewaﬁeconsistONLYofsoume,special nuclear,oibyproduct

material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? : vyOe O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE -
IS NOT A SWMU. IF S0, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GOTO 2.e.

Was the waste placed in a discemable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, wasie recycling unit, or ¥ O O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2.1

'YES 'NO

o @



2.f

- Is the umit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas

maeivingsmullbmmndydisdlmovctﬁmcﬂomsysmnichm
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, y O O _
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 3.

Is the unit 2 waste disposal uait? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

3a

3.b.

Does the mutmqnmaRCRApemnfcrmedJsposaloﬁhnmmormed

waste? | . )‘On@

Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

pond, diteh, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to

regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a yOn @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre- -

RCRA units)

IF EITHER 1S YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.

O

NO

®

impact)

Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately clexned up and represents
a potential threat to human heaith or the environment? (Lc., releases above CERCLA
reportable quantities defined in 46 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
incinding petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmﬂml

NO

In the unit ap inactive, contaminated strocture?

® &

Does the nait require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage ofdnngerom or

mixed waste?

NO

7.

Is the mm another type of storage anit that may require action to mifigate a pot:nlnl
environmental impact? (¢.g., radioactive waste storage unit)

OBlOoE|O &

NO

Comments:  Tanks have been removed.

Ak

ERC Data

estigator

daad O | | sl fre e

Reguiatory Compliance Concurrence " Date

/2/00 fo&
v ennll



‘Environmental Sites Databas_e

: - 29-Jul-87
General Summary Report .
Site Code: 100-F-21 Site Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Narnes: " 100-F-21, Grounds Sﬁrrounding Deactivated Areas, Exclusion Area
Site Desc: The grounds within the 100-F exciusion area that are not part of other waste sites. . oer1e/ee
Assoc Struct: '
Site Type: Unplanned Release 02276 Start Date: -
Status: Inactive _ @emee  End Date:
Programmatic - . .
Responsibility: Coordinates;
(E} O
Operable Unit: . 100-FR-1 02127196 ™ 0
Hanford Ares:  100F oarzrise _ Washington State Plarie
- Site Accessible: No
Access Req: ) Site Hazards:
Location Desec: _ _
Env. Mon Desc: The RARA (Radiation Area Remedial Action) program is responsible for surveillance and 06118196
: maintenance activities. The exclusion areas are to be kept free from radiological contamination -
_ and vegetation.
Release Desc: '
‘Release Potential
Desc:
Process Desc:
Cleanup
Activities:
Site Comment:
References: 1. Johhsan. T.F. to K.L. Schardein, 3/28/86, ce:Mail - RARA Grounds Surrounding Deactivated Areas.
Regulatory information:
Part A Permit Application Written: No Interim Closure Pian Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Ptam: Unknown -
Registered Class V Underground : Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Weil:  No Ait/Water Permit Written: No

.| TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Reguiatory Authority: o
TSD Number: . : -

References:




 DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST |

- (To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with

the data package for a newly discovered potential \véste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 3740

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT” ABOVE AND STQP. IF NO. GOTO2Z

s

© Site Allas{es): 100-F-21, Grounds Surrounding Deactivated Areas. Exclusion Area
‘Waste Managemenf Unit Not a Waste Management Unit More information Needed
O ® OF
I. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff onty? . y a

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste maragement unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIRS. (Items 2 through 7 below currespond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Complete items 2.2 through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SYWMU) as spcciﬁed_under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the materiai at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discardex
material, inciuding garbage, refuse, sindge, construction/demolition debris, ¥
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded sofid, liquid. semisolid. or
contained gas}

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IFYES, GOTO 2.b.

n (@

2.b.

24d.

is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial.
commercial. mining, agricultural, or community activities) ¥

is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.c., National Poflutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥ <

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct

material regulated by the Atomic Encrgy Act? ‘ Yoo

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF S0, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

N
N

2.6

' Was the waste piaced in a discemnable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface
. impoundment, land ireatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area.

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ <

other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IF NO, GO TO 2.£.

s
s

- 2L

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (ie., areas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unioading operations, soivent washmg Y
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

4

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

O

YES

N
]
~

NO
-



3. _Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) . YES NO
C ®

Ja Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? Yy e @

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been di§pnse‘d of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to —~
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may reguire action to mitigate a ¥y n @
potential environmental impact? (e. g radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GOTO4.

4. Is the unit an unpianned release that has not been sadequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
2 potential threat to human heaith or the environment? (i.e_, releases above CERCLA ~ .
‘reportable guantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance rejeases, o (9)
_incinding petroienzm, that may reguire 2ction to mitigate a potential ezwlronmentai :
impact)

L Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO

D)

6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA pérmit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES  NO

- mixed waste? B} '
(5 (e
A ~ Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential | YES NO
environmential impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) ( - '( )
: ()
A

Comments: This is not a site but rather an arca the RARA organization performs routine surveiilance and maintenance.

ERC Data Management Investigator Date

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence : i ] : Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REYIEW I’ER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-50-0001

(;é—J B’/ Hosfrt -

Date

Lead Reguiatory Agency Concurrence . s . ate



DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovaery Site ID Number: 3740

-Site Allas(es}: . 100-F-21, Grounds Surrounding Deactivated Areas, Exclusion Area
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed
O @® O
1. Docs the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runofl onty? yOn @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNQ,GOTO 2.

A check in any *YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and shoutd be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below comespond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA deﬁ_nition.)

Complete items 2.a through 2.{ below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

" Is the material at the unit a waétc? (i.e., a regulated waste ora dismrdcd -
' material, including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, y (v @

industial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas) :

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES,GOTO 2b. -

2.b.

2¢.

2d.

s the waste from historical residental activities? (i.¢., not from industrial, _
commercial, mining, agricuitural, or community activities) yOn O

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Eliminat_ion System pemmit) y O a O

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, speéial_nuclm, er byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? _ yOa O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOYE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU, IF SO, CHECKNO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GOTO 2.e. :

2e.

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface _

impoundment, land treatmentunit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,

incinerator, injection weil, wastewater treatient unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O e
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit) S

" IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2L

YES§  NO

0 @



21

Is the unit the result of rouune and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human v O i O

activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing,
industrial process sewersystems, ete)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IFNO,CHECKNO. GOTO3.

Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

EX:}

3.b.

Doestheunnrequm:aRCRApemnfordledlsposalofdmgemusormlxed
waste? . . y O n @

‘Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit, _
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french dmin, or land surface that is not subject to v O . @

regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a
potential environmental impact? (e. g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRAumts) .

) ﬂ-‘ElTHER!SYES,CHECKYES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GOTO4.

O.

NO

®

Is the unit an unplanned relesse that has wot beer adequately cleaned up and represents
a potentigl threst to human health or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA
reportable gusntities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigete & potential environmental

" impact) .

‘NO

s,

Is the unit an iu:tiv_e, contaminated structure?

NO

@®

Does the unit require a RCRA perniit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or
mixed waste?

" No

®

Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential
environmentsl impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit}

YES

@)

NO

@

. C_oments:

This is not a site but rather an area the RARA organization perferms routine surveillance and maintenance.

1/6/57

V. Zka

Reguiatory Compliance Concurrence o ' Daé



Environmental Sites Database ;

29-Jul-97
General Summary Report -
Site Cade:  100-F-30 Site Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Names: 100-F-30, 144-F Drywell _ _ '
Site Desc: The site is a drywell that during a site investigation on 1/2/97, no evidence of a drywell was visible, 052857
Assoc Struct: ’ ’ ’
Site Type: French Drain 0057 Start Date:
Status: Inactive 05057 End Date:
Programmatic . .
Responsibility: %mmm
o ® 0
Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 o127 ™ o
. o102/97 - .
Hanford Area: 100F Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No .
The site is located within an ‘Undergmund Radioactive Material Area”
Access Req: ' Site Hacards:
Location Desc:  The site is iocated in the 100-F Area within the former Pacific Northwest Labbratory's_ Experimental - 052887
Animal Farm site. The 144-F building was iocated between the 141-C building and the 107-F
Retention Basin. The dryweli was iocated appmx:mateiy 30 meters (100 feat) west of the 107-F
Retention Basin Fence,
Env. Mon Desc:
Release Desc:
Reiease Potential
Desc: :
Process Desc: The dry well received rainwater from the roof of the 144-F Building. See drawing H-1-14123, 05/20/97
: Facilities for Radiation Inhalation Studies. '
Cleanup
Activities: ] .
Site Comment: © The 144-F building was decontaminated demofished, removed and buried in the 182-F Reservoir,  01osK7 )
References: 1..T. F. Johnson, 10/24/96, Dlsonvely Site investigation Logbook, EL—1336
2. Gray + Osbormne Consuiting Engineers Seattle & Yakima Washington, 13/18/63, Plot Pian & Plumbing &
i Details 144-F, H-1-141 23 .
Part A Permit Application Written: No  o2ms? interien Closure Plan Written: No o2ose7
Part B Permit Application Written: No  o2moss? Covered under TPA Action Plan: Unknown
Registered Class V Underground Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: Unknown Air/Water Permit Written: No
TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Reguiatory Authority:
TSD Number:
References:
Type: Stormwater Runoff oHIse7
Category: Nonregulated Waste o1/08/57




Site Code: 100-F-30 : Site Classification:  Rejected * Page2

Physical State:  Liquid ov0ers7

Amount: ‘
- Units:

Reported Date:

Start Date:

End Date: )

Description: The drywell received stormwater from the roof of the 144-F building. o . ¢10687

References: ~ 1. Gray + Osbame Consulting Engineers Seatfle & Yakima Washington, 11/18/63, Plot Plan &
Plumbing & Details; 144-F, H-1-14123. .




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Manaéemcnt and included with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.}

Discovery Site ID Number: =~ 3965

Site Alias{es):

100-F-30, 144-F Drywell

- Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More information Needed

~ e
o ® NG
|8 Does the unit rcgcivc uncontaminated rainwater ronoff only? v @ n C

_IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO.GOTO 2.

A check in any "YES” box betow indicates the site is a waste management nhit as defined in Section 3.1 of

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and shozld be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below correspond

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

Complete items 2.2 through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as speci_ﬁed under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded
material. including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris. ¥
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas) _ o

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

L/

N
(N

2.b.

2.4.

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial.
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) : Y

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e., National Poliutant Discharge Elimination System permity ¥

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? : ¥

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

£

e

- ™

R

2.

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (ie.. a landfill, surface

. impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area.
incinerator. injection well, wastcwater treatment unit, wasic recycling unit, or y
other physicai, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2.f.

I

2f

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e.. arcas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, ¥
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GO TO3.

YES

N
oo

NO



3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) : YES: NO
. L N
A
" 3a  'Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed -
o waste? ' y Jn o
3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
- pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to . —_
regulation as- a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigatea - . y o"
potential environmentat impact?. {¢.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) - _ _ .
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GOTO4.
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represeats YES . NO
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c.. reieases above CERCLA S \
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, O 0
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potentiai environmental ’
impact)
5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? ’ YES NO
oo
6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or ' YES NO
mixed waste? .
' O O
7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO
environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storsge unit) .
- O
Comments: Site received runoff from roof drains.
ERC Data Management Investigator ' Date
Regulatory Compliance Concurrence . : Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

DOE-RL §

oRcuTence Date

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence ‘ ) Ddte



DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Managexhen‘c and included with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit )

Discovery Site ID Number: 3965

Site Aiias(es): . 144-F Drywell

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste iﬂanagement Unit  More Information Needed

. ' ~

{ ® C

1L Does the unif receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff onty? Iy )
Y \..) LN

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO,GOTO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a wastc management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should bg entered into WIDS. (items 2 through 7 beiow comespond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) .

2.

Complete items 2.2 through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is 2 solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a.

Is the material at the unit 2 waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, v [ n
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas)

)
N/

IF NO, CIHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES,GOTO2b.

2b

2.d.

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial, .
commercial. mining, agricultural. or community activities) Yy 3a \)

" Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

I
NS

Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Eliminatian System permit) ~
‘ _ ¥

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nucicar, or byproduct
material regutated by the Atomic Energy Act? - y On O

=

A YES TO ANY OF TﬂE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE

- ISNOT A SWMU. IF S0, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARENO,

GOTO 2.c.

2e.

Was the waste placed .iq a discernable unit? (i.e., a iandfill, surface

impoundment. fand treatment Gnit. waste pile, tank, container storage area, - —~

~ incinerator, injection wiell, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit,or ¥ . " (U

other physical. chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3, IFNO,GOTO 2.,

YES.

7

~



2f

1s the unit the resuit of routing and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
receiving small but stcady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/unioading operailons. solvent washing,
industrial process sewer systems. etc.)

iF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNQ. GO TO 3.

L

Is the unit a waste dispossl unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

Ja

3b

Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the disposai of dangerous or mixed
waste? .

¥y n-

Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit.

pond, ditch, ctib, trench, french drain, or Jand surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action 1o mitigate a
potential environmental impact? {c.g., radioactive waste dnsposal units, pre-
RCRA umts)

{F EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 4.

YES

Y
NS

NO
PN
N

4

1s the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cicaned up and represents
# potential threat to human heaith or the eavironment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA
repartable quantities defined in 48 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance refeases,

impuet)

" including petrolexm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental

YES

IS

e

NO

" s the unit an inactive, contaminated structure?

YES

s
o

Docs the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangereus or

mixed waste?

YES

N
A

Is the unit unother type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential

cnvironmental impact? {e.g., radioactive waste storage unit)

YES

P
A

Comments: Site received runoff from roof drains.

/ /97

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence

Date
2757
Date



Environmental Sites Database =~ -

29-Jul-97
General Summary Report -
Site Code: - 100-F-32 ' Site Classification:  Rejected ' Page 1
Site Names: - 100-F-32, 1717-F Underground Fuel Qil Tanks
Site Desc:  The site s three underground fuei oil storage tanks. Each tank had a capacity of 94,625 liters - osner

(25,000 gatlons). Each tank was 10.7 meters (35 feet} long and 2.4 meters (8 feet) in diameter.
Pipelines ran o the 1717-F Building (Combmed Shops) though a pump pit immediately east of the

. tanks.
Assoc Struct: The site was related to 1717-F Bmldmg The stte is associated with 100—F—5 1717-F Bu:idmg ger20e7
Drywell
Site Type: Storage Tank ) 0572057 IStart Date:
Status: Inactive _ 052057 End Date:
Programmatic _ . .
Responsibility: . _ Coordinates: -
; ‘ B o
Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 - . osnzeme? ™~ 0
Har<.rd Area: 100F . - 0sP20r7

Wasiingion State Plane
Site Accessible: No :
“Access Req: o Site Hazards:
Location Desc:  The three tanks are located approximately 33.5 meters (110 feet) west of 171 T-F'Buil&ing_ ' osnE?
Env. Mon Desc: '

Reiease Desc:
Reiease Potential

- Desc:

Process Desc:

-Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment: . At the time of the site evaluation and field visit in May 1994, the area appeared disturbed. The gsr2er97
i presence of the tanks could not be confirmed or denied with 2 meta! detector because of the :
presence of other underground magnetic anomalles The tank site was 15. 8 meters (52 feet) wide
and 16.5 meters (54 feet) long.

" The 1717-F Building was used as a com_bined shop and boiler room. The building and the tank fitler
pipes are visible on Hanford photograph 91041622-1. Originally, the tank site was surrounded by a
steel post and chain barricade. The site had a pump pit and two valve pits for servicing the
equipment. According to Hanford Drawing H-1-14562, the finish grade of the barricaded area
around the fuel oil tanks, pump pit and unpaved cover was elevation 125.5 meters (412 feetyand - -
the top of the shell of the tanks was at elevation 123.1 meters (404 feet). This would place the tank
elevation at 2.4 meters (B feet) below grade. According to Hanford Drawing H-1-1457Q, the fuei oil
retumn line is at elevation 125 meters (410 feet) that wouid place the fuel oil retum fine at .a .61
meters (2 feet) depth

A decornm:sslomng work procedure (DWP-1717F-1) was wﬁtten for the fmai cleanup of the 1717-F
facility site in 1988. The facility description in the procedure states that the tanks were offered for
transfer or disposal in 1976 (PDR UNI 77-048). According to Paul Griffin, co-author of the
procedure, tanks were only offered for transfer or disposal once they had been removed. The
procedure also states that on February 22, 1988, the tank site was excavated to 1.5 meters (5 feet)
betow grade level, 0.9 meters (3 feef) below the tank top design depth to mnﬁrm the tanks were no
longer in place.’ :

Itis unciear why there is an apparent dlscrepancy in tank depths between drawing H-1-14562 and
drawing H-1-14570.

The information in "Dimens'ions" is for a single tank.



ISIIsa Code: 100-F-32 Site Classification:  Rejected o © Page2

Refersnces: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technicai Baseline Report Including Operable Units 100-FR-
. -1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-168 REV 0.
- 2. Vitro Engineering Co.; 6/30/65, Pint Plan, H-1-14562.
3. Apple, V. D. and P. W. Griffin, 2/26/88, Decomm:sslmmng Work Procedure: 1717-F Final Site Cleanup, -
DWP-1717F-1.
4. Vitro Engineering Co., 6/30/65, STEAM GENERAT!NG EQUIPMENT INSTALLATION PIPING PLANS &
DETAILS, H-1-14570. .

Length: Meters - Feet
Width: ' Meters Feet
Depth / Height: - .. Meters . Feet
Overburden Depth:’ . 244 Meters . 8.00 Feet asr20i87 -
Diameter: : . Meters  Feet .
Sq. Area: " sqMeters sqFeet
Est. Volume: ' cuMeters cuFeet
Capacity: . 94,625.00 Liters 24,899.93 Gallons
Site Shape: S '
References: - 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseline Report includmg Operable
' -Units 100-FR-1 and 100-FR-2 WHC-SD-EN-TM 69 REV 0. :
| y | jon: .
Part A Permit Application Written: ~ No 052057 . interim Closure Plan Written: ~  No 052097
Part B Permit Application Written: No  os=om7 Covered under TPA Action Plan: . Unknown
Registered Class V Underground - Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: - No - Air/Water Permit Written: No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type: i
Regulatory Authority:
TSD Number:

References:




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste managerent unit.)

Discovery Site iD Number:  4i72

Site Alias(es): 100-F-32, 1717-F Underground Fuel Oil Tanks

oRn ®

Waste Managemént Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

C

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOYE AND STOP. IFNO, GO TO 2.

Does the dnit receive uncontaminased rainwater runoff oniy? y I
) _—

by
i

ICY) .

A check in any "YES" box beiow indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should b= cntered into WIDS. (Etems 2 through 7 below corrcspond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Complete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is ﬁsol_id waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Scction 3604(u) of RCRA.

is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a reguiated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, ¥
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas) )

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO Z.h.

C

" @

2.b..

2d.

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c.. not from industsial,
gommercial. mining, agricultural, or community activities) y

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point ﬂischargc permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e, National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, spéciai nuclear, or byproduct

material reguiated by the Alomic Encrgy Act? ’ LI

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
ISNOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARENO,

s/

2e.

* Was the waste piaced in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfilt, surface
impoundment, fand treatment unit, waste pile. tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit. waste recycling unit, or ¥
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IF NO..GO TO 2L

W

2.5

Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., arcas

receiving smali but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washmg, ¥
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF Y_ES. C‘EIECK YES. IF NQ, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

O

~
D\l/,

YES

—~~
-

NO

-



YES

3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) NO
O e
3a Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed e
waste? - Yy 2 @
" 3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to —
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a y oo @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) :
IFEITHERIS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
C 4 Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been sdequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
- & potentiai threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA - -
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302,4; other hazardous substance releases, O Q)
including petrolezm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental
_impact) .
5 Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO-
O e
6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste? . o
( ’ @)
7 s the urit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO
environmental impact? (e.g., radiozctive waste storage ugit)
O
Comments: Information in DWP-1717F-1 indicates the tanks have been removed.
ERC Data Management invmtigmr _ Date
Regulatory Compliance Concurrence _ Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-00{01

i _FHaafarz

Lead chu.latory Agency Concusrence ‘ Date



DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST =~ -

" (To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.}

Discovery Slié iﬁ Number: 4172

~ Slte Alias(es):

100-F-32, 1717-F Underground Fuel Oil Tanks

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More information Negded

o ® O

| Does the unit receive uncontaminafed rainwater ranofl only? yO=s @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES* box below indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Ttems 2 through 7 below correspond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.} )

2. Complete items 2.2 through 2.1 betow to determine if the unif is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3804(u) of RCRA.

2a Is the materiai at the unit a waste? (j.c.. 2 regutated waste or a discarded
" material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, v O n @
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO Z.b.

2b. Ts the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial,

commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) ¥ O n o
2e Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination: System permi_t) y O . O

2.4 Docs the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material reguiated by the Atémic Energy Act? yOn O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GO TO 2.e. :

e Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface

: impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arsa,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O n O
other physical, chemical, or biclogical treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2L

NO

O @



21

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.¢., areas _

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, yO= O
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IFNO, CHECKNO. GO TO 3.

3.

Is the unit & waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.1. and 3.b below)

3.a

3b.

RCRA units})

Docs the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? . Y-O O]

Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in 2 burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or iand surface that is not subject to

regulation as 2a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate 2 yOnr @
potential environmental |mpact? (e.g., radioactive waste dssposai units, pre-

IF ETTHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 4.

YES

O

NO

®

Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents
a potential threst to human health or the environment? (Le., releases above CERCLA
reportable guantifies defmed in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance reieases,
including petroleum, that may require action to n mt:glte a potentiai environmental
impact)

o3

NO

1s the unit an jnactive, contaminated structure?

YES

NO

Does the unit require s RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or
mixed waste?

YES

NO

Is the unit another type of storage unit that may regnire action to mitigate s potential
environmental mpact’ (e.g., radioactive waste storage uxit)

YES

NO

Comments: Information in DWP-1717F-1 indicates the tanks have been removed.

T S/£1/47

Wbl S

Compliance Concurrencs



Environmental Sites Daiabase -

- 29-Jul-97
General Summary Report

Site Code: 116-F-13 Site Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Names: . 116-F-13, 1705-F Experimental Garden French Drain
Site Desc: The site has been described as a french drain. ositam?
Assoc Struct: _
Site Type: French Drain Start Date: usnasT
Status: Inactive End Date: 05457
Programmatic . .
Responsibility: Coordinates:

(E) 580935.875
Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 (N) 148067.594
Hanford Area:  100F Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No
Access Req: Underground Radioactive Material Site Hazards:
Location Desc: . The 1705-F Experimental Garden was part of the Experimental Animal Farm which was located in - osmamr

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc:

Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:

the northwest corner of the 100F area. The garien was north of the 141-F building (demollshed)
and east of the 1705-F building (demoltshed)

Most documents that reference this site have used PNL-6456 (Stenner et all 1988) as a source.
PNL-6456 uses a drawing sefies and a Hanford document as referances. The drawing series is H-
3-57210, which is a set of area level drawings that were produced specifically for the PNL-6456
document (the document references itself). The Hanford document, HW-43121 (Clukey, 19586), is
titled "Tabulation of Radioactive Liquid Waste Disposal Facilities” and lists a site "116-F-7" which it
calls "1705-F Exper. Gardens {6)" at Hanford Coordinates N80620 W29290, with a waste source of

effluent water for a botany experiment ("Eff. Wir.for Botany Exper.”) and dimensions of 3.0 meters

(10 feet) north-south, 1.2 meters (4 feet) east-west, and 0.9 meters (3 feet) deep. HW-43121is

- based on HW-33305 (Clukey, 1954), which was also titled "Tabulation of Radioactive Liquid Waste

Disposal Facilities". This document lists a site named "1704-F Exp. Garden" at the same location
and with the a similar waste source {"Eff. Water for botany exper.”), but describes the site as six 1.2

‘meter (4 fcot) by 3.0 meter {10 foot) by 0.9 meter (3 foot) concrete boxes ("5-4'x10'x3" concr.
" boxes"). Both HW-43121 and HW-33305 use drawing M-1600-F Sheet 5 for their drawing .
teference. The M-1600-F drawing series contains topagraphic maps for the 100F area, with Sheet

5 covering the northeast quarter. The drawing shows six small rectangular structures located just

northwest of the 1705-F Building. These same structures are also visibie on M-1904-F Sheet 5 and

are labeted "rearing ponds”. More detailed information on the "rearing ponds” is available on
drawing H-1-5791. 1t shows six structures with outer dimensions of 3.35 meters (11 feet) by 2.90
meters (0.5 feet). Each of the structures contains two ponds separated by a center dividing wall. if
the outer walls and dividing walls are 15 centimeters (6 inches) thick, the dimensions-of each pond

‘would be 1.2 meters (4 feet) by 3.0 meters (10 feet} by 0.9 meters (3 feet) which is the size

indigated in both HW-43121 and HW-33305.

. A review of piping drawings for the Experimental Animal Farm (EAF) was also peﬁbnned.

Drawings H-1-503, H-1-1518, H-1-1519, H-1-5791, H-1-13850 Sheet 3, and M-1304-F Sheet 5, all
of which show different details on the underground lines at the EAF, were examined to see if any
french drain could be identified at or near the 1705-F Experimental- Garden. The 1607-F6 septic
tank is located at Hanford Coordinates N80S00.5 W25295.25 which places it near the southwest
comner of the experimental garden. The tank is indicated on some of the drawings by a circle that

05487



Site Code: . 116-F-13 Site Classification:  Rejected © Page 2

could be misinterpreted to be a french drain. There are aiso several floor drains within the 1705-F
Building and Greenhouse, but the piping diagrams in H-1-1518 and H-1-1518 indicate that they
discharge to the process sewer. in Drawing H-1-5731, the ficor drains are abbreviated as "FD",
which may have aiso contributed to confusion about the 116-F-13 site since "FU" has been used to
abbreviate french drain. .

Based on document and drawing reviews, the 1705-F Experimentat Garden French Drain does not _

_exist.
References: 1. H. V. Clukey, 10-8-54, Tabuiation of Radicactive Liquid Waste Disposal Facilities, HW-33305.
2. H.V. Ciukey, 5-10-56, Tabuiation of Radioactive Liquid Waste Disposal Facilities, HW-43121.
3. R. D. Stenner, K. H. Cramer, D. A. Lamar, 10-88, Hazard Ranking System Evaiuation of CERCLA
Inactive Waste Sites at Hanford, PNL-6456 Vol 1,2,3. ' :
4. BLDG NOQ. 1705 - RADIO-BOTANY LABORATORY OUTSIDE LINES, H-1-1518.
5. General Electric, 11/15/62, AREA MAP - 100 F, H-1-13850 Sheet3. -
- 6. General Electric, 1954, QUTSIDE LINES - SEWERS 100F AREA (No Official Title), M-1904-F-Sheet 5.
7. U. S. Atomic Energy Commission Hanford Atomic Products Operation, 8/14/56, VICINITY. QUTSIDE
UNDERGOUND LINES POND AREA AQUATIC BIOLOGY LABORATORY, H-1-5791.
8. General Electric, Topographic Map - 100 F Area (No Official Title), M-1600-F-Sheet 5. -
8. 4/16/47, BLDG. 146-F FISH LABORATORY MAP & DETAILS WATER SUPPLY LINES, H-1-503 Rev 1.
Part A Permit Application Written: No interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: ~ No ) ' Covered under TPA Action Plan: Yes
Registered Class V Underground ' : Solid Waste Management Unit: -No
Injection Well: No Air/Water Permit Written: No
TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice

TSD Number:

References:




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST -

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.}

Discovéry Site 1D Number: 61

Site Alias{es):

116-F-13, 1705-F Experimental Garden French Drain

Waste Management Unit  Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

g I
O ® C
1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rajnwater runoff oniy? y on @

IF YES. CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO,GOTO 2.

- A cheek in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below correspond

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.}

2.

Complcte items 2.a through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste

' management uni_t {SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

- Is the material at the unit a waste? {i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded
material. including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris,
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid. semisolid, or
contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

y

‘
N

)

2.b.

2d.

Is the waste from historical resideniat activities? (i.., not from industrial.
commercial, mining, agriculturat, or community activities)

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e., National Potiutant Discharge Elimination System permit)

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act?

- A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE

y

IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

-

»:

Was the waste placed in a discérnable unit? (i.c., a landfill, surface
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile. tank, container storage area.

incinerator, injection well. wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit. or y | ™

other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GO TO 2.1

O

2

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/unioading operations, solvent washing,
indusirial process sewer systems, etc.) ) :

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 3.

Y

NO



3. Is the unit 3 waste disposal unit? (Compietc items 3.2 and 3.b below) - YES NO
C e

la Docs the unit requirc a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed ) e

waste? ¥ \: n \!3
3b Have hazardous wastes of substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch. crib, trench, freach drain, or fand surface that is not subject to - —~

regulation-as a RCRA disposal unit and may reguire action to mitigate a yao/n )

potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units) - o .

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4,

4 Is the unit an implanncd release that has not been adequately cleaned np and represents YES NO
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA N
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance rejeases, O S e
including petroleum, that may require action te mitigate 2 potential environmental :
impact)

5. Is the unif an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO

C @

6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or sforag'e of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste? o~ N

' : : O e

7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO

environmentzl impact? (e.g.. radioactive waste storage unit) ! o
: Cl (@

Comments: - Amview of documents and drawings has found no indication that a french drain ever existed at the 1705-F
.- Experimental Garden. This site appears to be confused with both the 146-FR fish rearing ponds and the 1607-F6

septic tank, :
. ERC Data Mandgement Investigator : " Date
Regulatory Compliance Concurrence ' ' Date

. FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-30-0001

E-RL urrence U Date

=~ frm%

.. Lead Regulatory Agency Cong:urrcncc

>




 DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site iD Number: 61

Site Alias(es): B ' 116-F-13, 1705-F Experimental Garden French Drain

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More information Needed

C @ 0

1

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

Does the unit r:eeiv_e nncontaminated rainwater runoff oniy? v O " @

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a wastc management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of -
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below correspond
with the six wastc management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Complete items 2.2 through 2. below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as _spetiﬁed under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2z

" Is the material at the unita waétc? (i.¢., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, v On ®
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

.contained gas) - _ :

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b. .

2.b.

2.d.

Is'the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., not from industrial,
commercial, mining, agricuitural, or community activities) ' ¥ O n O

'Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Dis e Elimination System permit)’
. { chargy ystem pe ) yOr O

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? yOa O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
ISNOT A SWMU, IF S0, CHECKNO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NQ,
GOTO2.e '

Was the waste placed in a discemable unit? (i.e., a landfili, surface .
impoumdiment, land treatment pnit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O n O i

- other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO2.L

YES - NO

o @



2.£ Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human
- activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, soivent washing, yOs= O
‘industrial process scwer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 3.

YES NO

0 @®

3. Is the unit a waste disposai unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

- 3a Does the unit require a RCRA pmm: for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
' waste? yOr @

3'b_' - Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
~ pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
" regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a yOr @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units)

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.

4. is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cieaned up and represents .
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA O @
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardouas substance releases,
intlnding petrolenm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmentat
impact)

5. Is the usnit 20 inactive, contaminated stracture?

O @

. YES. NO
6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or

| mixed waste? O @

' YES NO
-7 _ Is the unit another type of storage wnit that may require action to mmgne a potentinj
environmenial unpact" (e.g.. radioactive waste storage unit) O @ _

Comments: A review of documents and drawings has found no indication that a french drain ever eiistcd st the 1705-F
Experimental Garden. This site appears to be confirsed with both the 146-FR fish rearing ponds and the 1607-F6
septic tank.

5% /47




Environmental Sites Database -

Process Desc:

Cleanup
- Activities:

Site Comment:

. : 29-Jul-97
General Summary Report
Site Code:  132.F-2 Site Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Names: 132-F-2, 132-F-2 Inhaiation Laborato:y 144-F, 144-FB
Site Desc: The site was a laboratory that was part of the Experimental Animal Farm. The building has been osnesT
demolished. It was a rectanguiar one-story, 302 square meter (3,250 square foot), concrete block
_building.. The building contained an office, iaboratories, and indoor and outdoor animai runs.
Assoc Struct:  The site was related to the 144-F Building. - _ 05729757
Site Type: Laboratory 022896 Start Date:
Status: Inactive : _ ‘ Enc_l Date:
Programmatic . .
Responsibility: Coordinates:
- (E) 580927.188
Ope_rabie Unit:  100-FR-1 : (N) 147871
Hanford Area: 100F Washington State Plane .
Site Accessible: No .
) Access Req: Site Hazards:
Location Desc: = The building was located south of the 141-F (132-F-1) sheep bam and east of the 141 -C hog barn.  0N/1e7
Env. Mon Desc:
Release Desc:
Release Potential
Desc:

The laboratory was used for particulaie exposure experiments and for a series of studies on the - 05f28"_9?' .
effects of ionizing radiation on dogs. Between 300 and 400 beagies were housed at the nearby dog
kennels during the studies. The primary isotopes used for the dog studies were plutonium-233 and
radium-226.

The 144-F animai pens weré decontaminate& demolished and buried in the 182-F Reservoir in 0526087
either fiscal year 1977 or fiscal year 1978. The 144-F building was decontaminated, demohshed
and buried of in the 183-F Clearwells during fiscal year 1979.

The building was not buried in place as was "assumed” in DOE/RL-90-33. : asreis7

1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/83, 100-F Reactor Site Technicai Baseline Report Inciuding Operable Units 100-FR-

References:
1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-163 REV 0. _ _ : .
2. Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan for the 100-FR-1 Operable Unit, DOE/RL-80-33, Rev.
0.
‘3. RK. Wahlen, 8/81, Summary of the Harford Site Decontamination, Decommissioning, and Cleanup FY
1974 through FY 1890, WHC-EP-0478. '
- 4. Area Map - 100F Animal Famm, H-1-14841.
Dimensions:
) Length: Meters ' . Feet
Width: . Meters Feet
Depth / Height: i Meters Feet
Overburden Depth: Meters : Feet
Diameter: ' _Meters Feet
Sq. Area: 301.92 sqMeters 3,250.00 sqFeet  0S1&S7
Est. Volume: cuMeters cuFeet
Capacity: Liters Gallons



Site Code: 132-F-2 ' Site Classification:  Rejected " Page2

Site Shape: Rectangle

References: : 1. Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan for the 100-FR-1 Operabte Umt
' DOE/RL-90-33, Rev. 0.

Regujatory Information:

Part A Permit Application Written: Ne interim Closure Plan Written: No

Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Ptan: Yes

Registered Class V Underground Solid Waste Management Unit: No

Injection Weil: ) No : AiriWater Permit Written: : No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Regulatory Authority: RCRA Past Practice.
TSD Number:

Reforences: 1. Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan for the 100-FR-~1 Operable Unit, DOE/RL-90-33,
Rev. 0.




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST .

(To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste matiagement unit.)

-Discovery Site ID Number; 1636

" Site Alias{es): 132-F-2, 132-F-2 Inhalation Laboratory, 144-F, 144-FB
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit - More information Needed
O ® : O
L. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? . ¥ :‘) n @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT"” ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO,GOTO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste manageméﬁt unit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should-be entered into WIDS. !tcms 2 through 7 below comrespond o

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) oo
2. Cemplete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste

management unit (S\WMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a. Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regutated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage, refirse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, ¥ + s ° @
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid. or
contained gas)

1F NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2.b. is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., rot from industrial,

. .. - - L N, oY
commercial, mining, agricuitusal, or commumity activities) y (om0
2.c. Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean S }

Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Syster permit) Y ./ * A ;
2.4d. Does the waste consist ONLY of source. special nuciear, or byproduct
' material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act?

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
1S NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECKNO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2.z - Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a fandfil, surface
_impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arca,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit or ¥ {
other physicat, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

o
E
J

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2.L

2L Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loadingfunloading operations, sofvent washing, Y um o
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NQ, CHECKNO. GOTO3.




3. Is the unit 2 waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YES NO -
| C @
la. - Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed —_
waste? : ) Y _n @
3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial gronnd, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to —
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigats a y .8 @
potentiat environmental impact? (e.g., radinactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) . ] _
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
4. Is the unit an uhp!anncd release that has not been adequately cleaned up an4d represents YES NO
: a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.e., refeases above CERCLA _
reportable quantities defined in 48 CFR 302.4; other hazsrdous substance releascs, O -
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate 2 potential environmental
impact)
5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO
O =
6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste? ) -
S (e
7. Is the vnit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO
cavironmental impact? (e.g., radicactive waste storage uznit) ' P ’
. | ¢ -
Comments: WHC-EP-0478 states that the animat pens and the building were demolished and buried elsewhere.
ERC Data Management Investigator ' Date
Regulatory Cdmpiiance Concurence ' o Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PEk SECTION 5,2 OF RDTPA-QO-I]I)GI

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence . D



DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(Tobe complefcd by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for 2 newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1636

Sito Alias(as): 144.F, 144-FB, 132-F-2 Inhalation Laboratory
Waste Management Unit Nota Waste'Managament Unit  More Information Needad
O . C C
L Does the umit receive uncontamirated rainwater runoff onjy? y C a @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT™" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box bélow indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below correspond
with the six wastc management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

S a2

Complete items 2.3 thl"nugh 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) 28 specified under Section 3004¢u) of RCRA.

2'.a.

" Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.¢., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, v C) 1 @

.industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas) :

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IFYES,GOTO 2b.

2.b.

24

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., not from industrial,

commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) rOa O

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) v O n o

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Encrgy Act? y OO

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GO TO 2. ' .

Was the wastc placed in a discernable unit? (i.¢., a fandfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit. waste pile, tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection weil, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O B O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNG, GO TO 2.L.

YES NO

o @



2f Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., arcas
" receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from Joading/unioading operations, solvent washing, y O O
industrial process sewer systems, etc.) '

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO3.

‘'YES NO

0 ®

3. Is the unit & waste diépoéal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

la Docs the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed

waste? . ;On©.

3b.
Have hazerdous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to N
reguiation 2s a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a yOr @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units) '

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the unit an smplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents YFS No
& potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA - OF @
reportabie quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance relesses, :
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate 2 potential environmental -
impact)

YES NO
s. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure?

. | YES NO
6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or .
mixed waste? ) O @

' ' ' . YES NO
. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential

environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) O @

.

Comments:  WHC-EP-0478 states that the animal pens and the building were demolished and buried elscwhere.

| /2057
4&;[ 7

Regulatory Colhplianoe Concurrence : Date




Environfnental Sites Database T

depression. However, in the area immediately sumounding the depression, there were several
notable subsurface features. A small pocket of shaliow anomalies was identified near the southem
edge of the survey area. The anomaiies have the characteristic of metallic debris but do not
appear to be associated with the depression. The most conspicuous features detected were two
linear anomaiies that have the characteristic of buried pipelines. Each is 0.6 to 0.9 (2 to 3 feet)
below the surface. Both appear to terminate at the depression and extend welt beyond the survey
area. The linears were followed with Ground Penetrating Radar {(GPR) beyond the extent of the
original survey area. The north-south linear was traced roughly 27 meters (90 feet) to the south -
where it terminated in an area that appears to be part of the excavation for the 118-F-1 Buriai
Ground. The east-west linear was traced over 213 meters {700 feet) fo the east to the edge of an-

o abandoned, north-south trending railroad track. The linear tees. at this point and continues both to

the north and south along the raiiroad track. The northern amn of the linear continues over 244
meters (800 feet) to the north. At roughly the center of the 105-F Reactor Building, the finear

. doglegs- 90 degrees to the east heading towards the 105-F Building. The linear was tracked to the
edge of the perimeter fence that surrounds 105-F. No attempt was made to track the linear inside -

of the fence.- The southem leg of the linear continues roughly 183 meters (600 feet) to the south
along the railroad track where it tums back to the west into the 118-F-6 Burial Graund No attempt

was made to trace the linear in the burial ground.

The Ground Penetrating Radar (GPR) suwey correlates fairly well with SK-1-2847, High Purity

" Water System for 100F Biclogy. A raw water line tees from the raw water exiting from 180-C, goes

- south along the ouiside edge of the 105-F exciusion area fence, along the railroad track and above

the north edge of the 118-F-1 Burial Ground and over to a pump house that supplied water to the
Radiological Science Laboratory Building and Grazing Piot. According to the Technical Baseiine

20-Jul97.
General Summary Report .
Site Coda:  100-F-1 ' ' Site Classification: . Rejected " Paget
Sita Names: 100-F-1, 100-FR-2 Depression
Site Desc: The site is a depression that is profected by a degraded wooden barrier. The surface of the | OSweT
: depression is grass-covered. The site is surrounded by a post and chain bamicade with waming
signs stating "DANGER, KEEF AWAY." The site may be the location of a vaive box along the raw
water line that went from 190-C o the Purnp House for the Radmlogloe[ Science Laboratory
. Building and the Grazing Plot.
- Assoc Struct: The site was probably related to the 190-C Bulldmg, the Radmlogml Science Laboratory Buﬂdmg o577
‘and the Grazing Plot.
. Site Type: Depression/Pit (nonspeciﬁc) Start Date:
- Status: Inactive End Date:
" Programmatic ' : o
‘Responsibility: Coordinates:
. o (E) - 580058.188
Opaorable Unit: 100-FR-2_ (N) 147336531 .
Hanford Area: 100F " Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No
Access Req: Site Hazards:
Location Desc: = The depressmn is approximately 91 meters (300 feet) southwest.of the 100-FR-2 Vent Plpe and 05/19/87
30.5 meters (100 feet) north of the northwest comer of 118-F-1 Burial Ground. _
Env. Mon Desc:  No contamination was found at the surface depressmn dunng a radioiogical survey conducted on 0527197
_ . March 31, through April 4, 1995.
Release Desc:
Release Potential
Desc:
Process Desc
Cleanup
Activities:
Site Comment: A geophysical investigation (May 1, 1985) of the site identified no anomalous features within the 0527587



1. . :

Site Code:  100-F-1 Site Classification:  Rejected " Page2

Document, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169, the Grazing Plot (10-acres) was used to pasture pregnant animals
and animais too young for experiments. The document goes on to state that no contammants are -
known o exist at this location.

A soil-gas survey was requested to determire if significant concentrations of volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) or landfill gases (LFG) couid be detected in the vadose zone associated with -
the suspect waste site. The investigation (June 12, 1995) consisted of installing dedicated soil-gas |
probes into the vadose zone approximately 1.8 to 3.05 meters (6 to 10 feet) beneath the ground
surface. Sampie point locations are described as: one on each side of the depression (D-1 and D-
2}, and one 3.05 meters (10 feet) to the south of the depression and at the north edge of shallow
buried debris (D-3). Soii-gas vapor was then monitored directly from each sampie point using two
total-organic-vapor monitoring instruments, and an infrared landfill gas analyzer. No VOCs were -
detected by the total-vapor instruments, and readings on the |andfill gas analyzer showed no

- indication of methane gas (CH4). In addition, the levels of carbon dioxide (CO2) and oxygen (O2)

were in the range considered nomnal for uncontaminated soils. Subseguent to the direct .
monltonng. soil-gas vapor samples were collected in 1-liter tediar bags and anaiyzed for VOCs
using a gas chromatograph (GC). No VOCs were detected by the gas chrumatograph The resuits
can be found in Bechtel Interoffice Memorandum #017597 _

An initiai radiological survey of the site was conducted between March 31, 1995 and Aprit 4, 1995,
According to BHI-00339, no contamination was found at the surface depression (100-F-1). The
methodology includes the removal of a small amount of soil, between 5.08 centimeters (2 inches)
and 15.2 centimeters (6 inches), and surveying both the removed soil and the location where the
soil was removed

1. D. H. DeFord, 07106193, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseline Report tncluding Operable Units 100-FR-

References;
' 1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV 0.
2. K. A. Bergstrom, T. H. Mitchell, 7/11/95, Geophysical Investigations of the 100-F-1 Depression, 100-F-14
Vent Pipe, PNL Parafiel Pits, 100-FR-2 Operable Unit, BHI-00343. ) .
3. General Electric, 2/8/57, HIGH PURITY WATER SYSTEM FOR 100-F BIOLOGY SK-1-2847 SHT 1.
4. General Electric, 2/8/57, HIGH PURITY WATER SYSTEM FOR 100-F BIOLOGY, SK-1-2847 SHT 2.
5. Richard B. Kerkow, 6/20/35, interoffice Memorandum: Subject: Results of Soil-Gas Sampling At The 100- -
F-1 “Depression” and The 100-F-14 *Vent Pipe" Suspect Waste Sites, BHI #017537. :
6. C. L..Radford, 6/15/95, 100-FR-2 Operable Unit Man-Carried Radiological Detection System {MRDS)
‘ Radiologicat Surveys, BHI-00339.
Dimensions:
Length: 2.44 Meters 8.00 Feet
Width: 2.44 Meters 8.00 Feet
Depth / Height: Meters : Feet
Overburden Depth' _ Meters Feet
Diameter: ' Meters Feet
Sg. Area: 595 sqMeters 64.00 sqFeet
Est. Volume: - cuMeters cuFeet
Capacity: Liters Gallons
Site Shape: _
References: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/93, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseline Report Indu‘din'g Oberable
Units 100-FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV 0.
latory | jon:
Part A Permit Application Written:  No interim Closure Plan Written: =~ No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA A_ction Plan: .~ Yes
Registered Class V Underground B Solid Waste Management Unit: No
injection Well: No AirfWater Permit Written: No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type:




Site Code:  100-F-1 _ _ Site Classification:  Rejected " Page3

Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number: ' '

Refarences: 1. D. H. DeFord, 07/06/33, 100-F Reactor Site Technical Baseiine Report lnc!udmg Operable Units 100-
FR-1 and 100-FR-2, WHC-SD-EN-TI-169 REV 0.
2 D. B. Blumenkranz, 8/2/24,  WIDS Site Addition: 100-F-1 (#94-098), 100-F-1.




'DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST -

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and inctude& with
the data package for 2 newly discovered potential waste management unit.) -

Discovery Site ID Number: 1669
Site Alias(es): 100-F-1, 100-FR-2 Depression

‘Waste ManaQament Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

O | ® C

1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y D0 i@

R .

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND ST/ GP. IFNO,GOTO 2.

A check in any "YES" box Selow indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be enteres into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below comespond -
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) )

2 Complete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is 2 solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA,

2a Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e.. a regulated waste or a discarded N
material, including garbage, refuse, studge, construction/demolition debris. ¥ ©; n @)
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2.b. Is the waste from historical residental activities? (L.e., not from industrial. )
commetcial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) : LA

e

e Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean 3
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥

N
=

FaaN

R

2d. . Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ¥

P

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
ISNOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO ANDP GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2e. Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface
- impoundment, jand treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area.
incinerator, injection well, wastcwater treatment unit, waste recycling unit. or y ;

other physical. chemical. or biological treatment unit)

,

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO, GO TO 2.1

2.f Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas
receiving smail but steady di_scharges over time from systematic human —~
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, sotvent washing, yin
industrial process sewer systems, efc.)

O

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

‘NO



3. Is the unit-a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.a and 3.b below) YES NO
C @
3a Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? y _n @

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to _
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a vy _ 1 @
potential environmental impact? (e 2., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF-EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cieaned up and represents YES NO
2 potential threat to human health or the environment? (ie., relesses above CERCLA —~ -
reportabie quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, () (..)
including petruleum. that may require action to mmglte a potential en\rlronmemal
impact)

5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structore? YES NO

DR

6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO

mixed waste? i ‘ .
() @

7. Is the urit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate 2 potential - YES NO

environmentai impact? {e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) (_\ @
! ; ®
A

Comments:  The purpose of the depression in not known; however, there is no indication that it is associated with any waste
management activity or that hazardous substances have been released.

ERC Data Management Investigator : . Date

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence ' Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-Ri.. AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001 -

ot el
r “obém _ °

Lead Regula:ory Agency Concurrence




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

~ (To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1669
Site Alias(es): 100-F-t, 100-FR-2 Depression

Waste Managoment Unit Not a Wasts Management Unit - More information Needed

o ® O

L

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO,GOTO2.

Daoes the unit receive uncontaminsted rainwater runoilf only? y O @

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1
of the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 thmugh 7 below correspond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) | .

2

. Complete items 2.2 through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is 2 solid waste

manzgement unit (SWMLU) as specified under Section 3604{u) of RCRA.

2a

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.., a regulated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, y (O » @)

" industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, hqmd, semisolid, or

contained gas)

!FNO.CHECKNOANDGOTOS. IF YES,GOTO2.b.

2.b.

2.c

24

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial,

" commercial, mining, agricubtural, or community activitics) y O O

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) y O " O

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, speciai nucicar, or byproduct

material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? v OO

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
ISNOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. TF ALL ARE NO,
GO TO2.e.

Was the waste placed in a discemable unit? (1 e., a landfill, surface

- impoundmen, land treatment unit, wasts pile, tank, container storape area,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatrment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IF NO, GO TO2.f.

YES NO

O @



2L

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., arcas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unigading operations, solvent washmg, yOns O
industrial pmm Sewer systems, efc.)

lFYES,CHECKYES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

3.

Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

3a

- 3.b.

Does the unit rcqunr. a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed

waste? - 7 _ YOn@_

Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in 2 burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to

regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate 2 yOr @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)

IF EITHER IS YES, CRECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

" YE§ NO -

C @

Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents
# potential threat to human heatth or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA
reportable quentities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmentat
impact)

YES NO

s the unit an inactive, conumiu:'ted structure?

YES NO

C @

Does the unit require s RCRA permll for the treatment or storage of dangerous or

mixed waste?

YES NO

C @.

Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential

. eavironmental impact? (e.g., radiosctive waste storge unit)

YES NO

C @

Comments:

maragement activity or that hazardous substances have been released.

The purpose of the depression in not knawn, however, there is no indication that it is associated with any waste

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence

anagement Investigator

)Za; l [Lo/32

//9{/?7
Date



Environmental Sites Database :

24-Jul-97
- General Summary Report
Site Code:  600-31 : Site Classification:  Accepted Page 1
Site Names: 600-31, 100-F Area Bottie Disposal Site
Site Desc: The site is a sandy area with rabbit brush growing throughout. It exhibits physical evidence that the 052897

dumping of laboratory materials took place. The area alsc appears to have been d:sturbed by a
biade or bulidozer. :

Assoc Struct:
" Slte Type: Dumnping Area _ ~ Start Date:
Status: Inactive - : End Date:
Programmatic .
 Responsibility: : . Coordinates:
(E) 581232312
Op_erabla Unit: 1UO-FB-2 : ) (N) 1469155
Hantford Area: 500 ' Washington State Plane

' Site Accessible: - No

Access Req: . ' Site Hazards:

Location Desc:  The site is located approximately 91 meters (300 feet) north of the southeast comer of the - oslver
perimeter road and approximately 9.1 meters (30 feef) east of the perimeter road. :

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc:

Release Potential
Dese:

Process Desc;

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:  No historical inforrnation or documentation has been found on this unit. The information presented 052897
on this unit is based on evidence from a field mvestngat:cn Depth and operatlona! dates are

unknown,
References: 1. WIDS Site Addition. Site 600-31..
im i :
Length: 1524 Meters - 50.00 Feet
Width: . 3.05 Meters 10.00 Feet
Depth / Height: ' Melers Feet -
Overburden Depth: Meters Feet
Diamneter: : Meters : Feet
Sq. Area: : 45.45 sqMeters 500.00 sgFeet
Est. Volume: A cuMeters cuFeet
Capacity: _ Liters ' Gallons
Site Shape: ’
References: 1. WIDS Site Addition, Site 600-31..

Part A Permit Appflication Written; No Interim Closure Plan Written: - No




Site Code:  600-31 " Site Classification: . Accepted " Page2

Part B Permit Application Wﬁtten: - No Covered under TPA Action Plan: Yes
Registered Class V Underground ' ' - Solid Waste Management Unit: Yes
Injection Well: - Ne AirWater Permit Written: . No -

TPA Waste Management Unit Type: _ Waste disposal unit

Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number: _ _
- References: 1. 3-80, Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (TPA) Voiume 2 of 2 CY 1950 Update,
89-10. : ) _ ' ' ;

2. WIDS Site Addition, Site 600-31..

Waste Information: ' -
Type: Misc. Trash and Debris 03027797 :
Category: Hazardous/Dangerous 0sRTRT

Physicai State: . Solid ' 051277

Amount:

Units:

Reported Date: .

Start Date:

End Date:

Description: Wastes identified are iaboratory-type bottles and bottle caps with the following markings on
some of the caps: 1) Sulfuric 2) Mallinckrodt, 3) Bakers, 4) B & A, 5) Fisher. The markings
‘and-colors on the bottles and caps indicate they most likely contained laboratory chemicais
{e.g. nitric acid, sulfuric acid, hydrochioric acid, etc). .

References: 1. WIDS Site Addition, Site 600-31..




'DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by 2 member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste managemient unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1175
Site Alias(es): - _ - 600-31, 100-F Area Bottle Disposal Site

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

® O O

L. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoif only? y T n @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO.GOTO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste managcrﬁcni unit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES

the Tri-Party Agre==int (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below cormrespond T

. with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) : -
2. Complete items 2.2 thrnugh 2.f below to deterinin.e if the unit is a solid waste

management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a - ls the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded - .
“material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris. v @ n [
industrial/sanitary wastewater ot other discarded solid, Ilqmd semisolid, or
contained gas) .
IF NO, CIIECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.
2.b. - Is the waste from historical rcéid_emal activities? (i.e., not from industrial, i -
¥ T on

commercial, mining, agticuitural, or community activities)

2c. - Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean .
' Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systempermit) ¥ . n @)

24d. Does éhe waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct N L
material regulated by the Atomic Encrgy Act? y Do @

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMI. IF SQ, CHECKNO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2.e. + Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (ie., a landfifl, surface
. impoundment, fand treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area.
incinerator, mjection well. wastcwater treatment umit, waste recycling unit. or ¥ & n 3 )
other physical, chemical. or biological treatment unit) . :

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO L

2f Is the it the result of routine and systematic diécharges? (i.e., areas
receiving smail but steady discharges over time from systematic hurman _ A —
activity, such as from loading/unloadirg operations, solvent washing, ¥ oo

_ industrial process SEWEr systems, efc.}

IF YES, CHECK YES. TF NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 3.

NO



3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Compiete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YES NO
) ;

3a Does the unit require 2a RCRA pcrm:t for the disposal of dangerous or mlxed a
waste? : y o0 ®

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pir,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to ) —
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a y 8o [
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radmact:ve waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA ] .
repertable quantities defined in 486 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, o .
including petroleum, that may requlre action to mitigate a potential environmental ’
impact)

5. "Is the uﬁit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO

O )

6 . Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste? - .

- . O @

7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a poteéntial YES NO
environmental impact? (e.g.. radioactive waste storage unit) . .

) [ -

Comments;
ERC Data Management lnycstigétor Date
Reguiatory Compliance Concurrence _ S Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

'ZZ{ ,

Date

/29 /07
pae 1

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence



DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discoversd potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 175

Site Alias(es): 600-31, 100-F Area Bottle Disposal Site
Waste Management Urit ‘Nota Waste Management Unit  More information Needed
L Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y O n @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1
of the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below correspond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Complete items 2.2 through 2.f below to determine if the unit is 2 solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified nnder Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., 2 regulated waste or a discarded _

material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, y @ n (O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisofid, or

contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO“TO b

2b.

2ec.

24d.

Is the waste from histarical residental activities? (i.e., not from industrial,
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) y O n @

'Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? {i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) y O " @ .

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atemic Energy Act? vy O @

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF-S0, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GO TO 2.e. ’

2e.

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? -(i.e., a landfifl, surface

impoundment, jand treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arez, o
incincrator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling enit, or Y O O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2.L

YES

NO



2L

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (j.c., arcas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/inloading operations, solvent washing, yOe O
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

3

Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)

3a.

db.

Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or rmxed

waste? _ _ : YO @

Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial grouad, pit,

- pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to @ n O
¥ )

reguiation a5 8 RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a
potential environmental imipact? (e.g., radmacuve waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) ‘

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO4.

YES < NO

® O

Is the unit an unplanncd reiease that has not been adequately cleaned np and represents
a potential threst to human health or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA
reportabie quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
intiuding petrolenm, that may require action to mitigste a potentiai enwronmentll
impact) .

5.

Is the snit an inactive, contaminated structure?

YES NO

Docs the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or
mixed waste?

YES NO

Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate x potential
environmentsl impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit)

C @

Comments:

Regniatory Compliance Concurrence

//ZZ/?7

// 742




~ Waste Site Reclassification Form

| Date Submitted: July 23. Operable Unit(s): 100-FR-2 | Control Number: 97-006
1997 L | ,
Originator: Clarence E. Waste Site ID: 600-31. Bottle Disposal

Corriveau, Jr.. MSIN HO-IZ Site
Type of Reclassification Action:
Rejected X

Closed Out Q
No Action Q

Phope: 509-372-9565

This form documents agreement among the parties listed below authorizing classification of the subject
unit as rejected. closed out. or no action and authorizing backfill of the site, if appropriate. Final
removal from the NPL of no action or closed-out sites will occur at a future date..

Description of current waste site condition:

(Summarize status of investigation/remediation of the waste sites.)

The site is a sandy area with rabbit brush growing throughout. Scattered pieces of broken laboratory-
type bottles occur over an area approximately 15.34 m (50 ft) wide and 3.05 m (10 ft) long.

_Basis for reclassification:

(For closeout, reference supporting documentation, as listed in Table 2-3.)

No evidence exists to indicate hazardous, dangerous. or radicactive waste was disposed at this site.
No waste materials, distressed vegetation. or other evidence of waste disposal have been found at this

site.

.1 Goldbera

-DOE Project Maffager

Ecology:Praject Manager:.:




Environmental Sites Database

. _ - O7-Aug-97
General Summary Report o
Site Code: .100-H-6 . Site Classification: - Rejected - ‘Page 1
Site Names: * 100-H-5, Suspect Waste Site: Contaminated Ramp
Site Desc: _ The site is a contaminated concrete ramp connected to the 105-H Reactor Building. The concrete
- © rampis enc!osegi in heavy wire mesh and is posted as a "surface contamination area”.
Assoc Struct: . '
Site Type: Unplanned Release o Start Date:
Status: Inactive . ' . End Date:
Programmatic ' ' , : o : .
Resgponsibility: i : Coordinates:
' . (E) 577835.938 -
Operable Unit: 100-HR-1 (N) 152523.703
Hanford Area: 100 : Washington State Plane

Site Accessibie: No

Accéss Req: ' : Sito Hazards:
Location Desc: _The ramp is located on the east side of the 105-H reactor building.

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc: - Site personnel believe the ramp may have become contaminated from moving contaminated
material out of the reactor basement level. They believe the wire mesh was installed to prevent
tumbleweeds from accumuiating in the ramp area.

. Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:  The 100-H-6 site has been rejected as a waste site because it is a part of the 105-H Reactor
Building and is included in its WIDS site {118-H-6).

References: 1. D.H. Deford, MW, Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Basefine Report, BHI-00127.

Reguiatory information:

Part A Permit Application Written: ~ No ~ Interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Plan:© - No'
Registered Class V Underground Solid Waste Management Unit:  No
Injection Well: No - AirfWater Permit Written: . No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type: _
Regulatory Authority:  -CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number:

References: 1. Ecology, 8/28/95, Redesignation of 100-HR-1 and 100-DR-1 Operable Units (OUs) from RCRA Past
Practice Units to CERCLA Past Practice Units, TPA C-95-01A. -




DI_SCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

" (To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

" - Discovery Site ID Number: 1866
Site Alias(es): - 100-H-6, Suspect Waste Site: Contaminated Ramyp

Waste Management Unit Not a2 Waste Management Unit More Information Needed 7

o @ e

1.

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO,GOTO 2.’

Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? ¥ O -n O

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1
of the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below correspond
with the six waste manzagement unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2,

Compiete items 2. through 2.f below to determine if the unit is 2 solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded . :
material, including garbage, rcfuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, ¥ O n O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas) : '

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2b.

.2b.

2.c

©o2d

Is the-waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial,
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activitics) yOe O

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted uader the Clean:
Water Act? (i.¢., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) - y O . O

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct :
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ' yOa O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,
GO TO 2.e. '

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.c., z landfill, surfacc :
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,

" incinerator, injection weil, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unitor ¥ (O 0 O

other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit)
IF YES, CHECK YESAND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO2.L

YES NO

o O



21, Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., arcas i
recsiving small but steady dischargesover time from systemnatic human
activity, such as from loading/unioading operations, solvent washing, y O O
industrial process sewer systems, etc.) .
IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.
3. 18 the unit & waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2.and 3.b below) YES NO
' C
3a Docs the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed .
 waste? B -y O Q.
3.b. : ' . . .
: .Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a Y O n O
poicntial environmental impact? (c.g., fadioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) - _
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
| . L : ' ' YES NO
- 4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents -
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (Le.; refeases above CERCLA O O
reportable guantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
inclading petrolewm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmentaf
impaet) '
s. Is the unit an inactive, c_oittamiluted structure? YES NO
' o O
IR, . YES NO
6. Docs the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or i -
mixed waste? . O O '
. . . . - . YES NO
7. is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential
environmental impact? (e.g., radiosctive waste storage unit) O O

Comments: ~ This site is not a separate waste management unit. It will be included in the description of the 105-H Building (118-
H-6). ] '

Reguiatory Compiiance Concurrence ) : Date



/

" DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by a member of ERC Data Managenient and inctuded with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.) -

_ Discovery Site ID Number: 1866

Site Alias(es): ©  100-H-6, Suspect Waste Site: Contaminated Ramp

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More information Needed -

O ®

C

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

Daoes the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y O O

A check in any "YES™ box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and shouid be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below co:respond
with the six waste management unit typcs found in the TPA definition.)

2

Complete items 2.2 through 2.7 below to determine if the unit is 2 solid waste

management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the material at the unit a waste? {i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris,

industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
" contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.

y O D

2.b.

2c.

2.4d.

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial,
commeecial, mining, agricultural, or commaunity activities)

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point. dischugc permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System perinit}

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
materizl regulated by the Atomic Encrgy Act?

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE

1\._)
-

Yo n o

YOO

IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

Was the waste placed in a discernable vnit? (i.c., a landfill, surface
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste piie, tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit) .

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2.1,

y O

(

2f

Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas

" receiving smail but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing,

. industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

y O

e (U

YES

®

NO



Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YES NO
olle
da Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or :mxcd : :
wnstc" ¥ O o O
3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigatea v (U & O
potential environmental impact? (c.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) .
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that kas not been adequately cleaned ep and represeats YES NO -
a potential threat to humsan health or the environment? (i.c., reieases above CERCLA
reportable quantitics defined in 48 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, O O,
inctuding petroleam, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmentaj o
impact)
5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminzted structure? YES NO
o O
6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or stdrage of dangerous or YES NO .
mixed waste? .
Cc O
1. is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mmgate a polentlal YES NO
environmental impact? (eg., radioactive waste storage unit) O O
Comments; This site is not a separate waste management unit. It will be included in the dcscnp!lon of the 105-H Bmidlng (118-
H-6).
ERC Data Management Investigator R Date
Regulatory Compliance Concurrence : Date

_FOR SITES REQUERING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

Fi J/\_-/__'\ / - ?/S’!‘)f_

E-RL C{:nclm’encc : \6 o Date

&-5-77

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence Date



Environméntai Sites Database

p 06-Aug-97
General Summary Report

Site Code:  100-H-18 ' Site Classification: = Rejected Page 1
Site Names: .-100-H-18, Undocumented Unplanned Airbome Release: Stack Emission No.1
Site Desc: There are no posted areas refated ta this release.
Assoc Struct: '
Site Type: Unplanned Release . Start Date: 1855
Status: Inactive : End Date: ' .
Programmatic e .
Responsibility: Coordinates:

B 0
Operable Unit: 100-HR-1 ™~ o
Hanfard Area: 100H ' Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No
Access Req: Site Hazards:
Location Desc:  Affected areas included the 100-H Area and the Wahluke Slope. Figure 3 in HW-54636. shows the

~ particuiate densuy with the 100-H Area.

-Env. Mon Desc:

Releas_e Desc:

Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:

The 105-H stack emitted approximately 2.2E9 becquerels (0.6 curies) of filterable gross beta
contamination on May 3, 1955, when two ruptured slugs were removed from the reactor. The
amount of material released was caiculated based on the ground deposition.

The emission was unnoticed until general contamination was found in the 105-H fan cells. A spot
check was then made of the 100-H Area. The few particies detected were thought to be from
previous emissions. On May 25 and 26, after anaiysis of the particulates indicated the presenoe of
short-lived isotopes, an extensive ground survey was made. Ground contamination was located in
the northwest corner of 100-H Area, with concentrations as high as 20 particles per 9.3 square
meters (100 square feet). The Meteorology Tower reported a wind from the northwest during: the
time of the stack emission; however, during periods of fight winds, 100-H Area frequently

. expenences a different wind direction than is recorded at Meteorclogy. Six particles were detected

in the 930 square meters (10,000 square feet) surveyed along the Wahluke. Slope road opposrte
100-H Area._

| TSD Number:

References: 1. J. M. Selby and J. K. Snldat 1-25-58, Summary of Environmentat Contamination incidents at Hanford,
: 1952-1967, HW-54636.
2. D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Asea Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127
_’ R | fi ion:
Part A Permit Application Written: No interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Plan: - No
Registered Class V Underground ' Soiid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Weli: No . Air/Water Permit Written: No
TPA Waste Management Unit Type: .
. Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice



Site Code:  100-H-18 . Site Classification:  Rejected " Page2

| References: 1. Ecology, 8/28/35, Redesignation of 100-HR-1 and 100-DR-1 Operable Units (OUs) from RCRA Past
Practice Units to CERCLA Past Practice Units, TPA C-95-01A.
Waste Information:
Type: Process Effluent
Category: Radioactive
Physical State:  Solid -
Amount:
Units:
Reported Date:
StartDate: 1955 -
End Date: ‘ _ o
Description: The waste consisted of airborne radioactive particulates released through the 105-H stack.
References: 1. J. M. Selby and .f. K. Soldat, 1-25-58, Summary of Environmental Contamination Incidents at

Hanford, 1952-1967, H'W-54636




| DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be compieted by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 185%

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNQ, GO TO 2.

" Site Alias(es): 160-H-18, Undocumentsd Unplanned Airborne Reiease; Stack Emmision No.1 - -
Waste Management Unit . Not a Waste Management Unit More information Needed .
O @ - O
1 Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater ranoff only? v O @

A-check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of the -
Tri-Party Agresment (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS, (hﬁm2ﬁrough7belawmondwnhthc :
smwasmmmugmmnnntypafoundmtheTPAdeﬁanL)

Compiete iterns 2.2 through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste management
unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded material,
including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, y ®n O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, Jiquid, semisolid, or

contained gas) )

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2b.

2.

2.4

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.¢., not from industrial,
conmmul,m:mng,agncultunLoromnmumtyamwuu) yOn @

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean )
Water Act? (Le., National Polluta:ﬂD:sd:argeElmunathystmpml) O @
Yy n

Docs the waste consist ONLY of source, special mucieat, er byproduct material
regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ' yOn @

A YES TQ ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE IS
NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO, GO
TO2.e. -

'Wasﬂwwastephw&mad:scemablcmn? (i.e., 2 landfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O n @
other physical, chemical, or biclogical treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2L

YES NO

0 @®



2£ Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (ie., areas receiving
small but steady discharges over time from systematic human activity, such as O
ﬁ'omloadmgfunloadmgop:nhmm,solventwas!mgmdummlprmm y r @
systems, etc.)
IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO3.
: ' YES NO
3. Is the umit a waste disposal mnit? (Complete itexns 3.2 and 3.b bejow)
3a ) DoameumtreqmreaRCRApnmnfafﬁwdlsposalofdmmnrmxxcd ’
waste? Y o n @
3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, ctib, trench, french drain, or fand surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a potential ¥ O @
environmental impact? (¢.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
: _ _ : 'YES NO
4. Is the unit an onplanned release that has not been adequately clesned up and representsa |-
potential threat to haman health or the environment? (Le., releases above CERCLA : O @
. reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance relesses, '
including petrolenm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental impsct)
. . ‘'YES NO
5. s the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? )
YES NO
6 - Daoes the unit require a RCRA permit for the tmunem: or stnmge ofd.mgemns or mixed :
waste? o @
. YES NO
7. Isthemlttanoﬂlertypeofstnmgemdtthatnuynquireuﬂontomiﬂgsteapotmﬂal
enmnmenhlhnput? (e.z., radioactive waste stmgeuni!) o ' @

Comments: 'I‘h:ssltedoecnot require action to mitigate an environmental impact. The short-lived radiommiclides released in 1955 have
decayedmdthmmmpost:dmurelatedtoﬂmrelasc.

A R =

ER Iuvemgamr




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

;;s_coverv Site ID Number: 1858

site Alias({es): 100-H-18, Undocumented Unplanned Airbomne Release: Stack Emission No.1

Waste Management Unit 'Not a Waste Managemént Unit  More Information Needed

o ® e

1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwgtcr runoff only? yOn@®

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste managenteat unit as defined in Section 3lof YES NO
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below correspond ]
with the six waste mianagement unit types found in the TPA definition.) O @

2. Complete items 2.a through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2.a. Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, y @ n O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, tiquid, semisofid, or :
conmained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2b. - Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., not from industrial, r‘;\ =
‘commercial, mining, agriculturai, or community activities) . ¥ @
2.c. Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.c.. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systempermit) ¥ (U n @

2.d. Does the waste consist ONLY of source, speciél nuclear, or byproduct . p
" . material reguiated by the Atomic Energy Act? - ¥ O )

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE |
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NQ,

Ze. . Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arca,
imcinerator, injection weil, wastewater reatment unit, waste recycling unit,or v O 1 (@
other physical, chemical. or biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO .3. IFNO,GOTO 2L -

35 is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human —
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, yOer @
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

{F YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.




Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Compiete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YES NO

3a Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed .
waste? yOn @
b, Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to

regulation as-2 RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a y O L @
- potential environmental nnpact" {e.z., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units) .

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.

4, Is the unit 2n unplznned release that has not been adequately clesned up and represents YES NO
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA T
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, . O O
including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental ' ’
impact)

5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? - , " YES NO

O @

'6, Does the unit require 8 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO

mixed waste? N
O @

7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO

environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) i i ( ) . ®
. {®

Comments: . This site does not require action to mitigate an environmentai i :mpacx. The shortHived radionuclides released in I%J
’ have decayed and there are no posted areas related to the release.

ERC Data Management Investigator  ~ - ‘ Date

Reguiatory Comnpliance Concurrence i . ’ Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-30-0001

#?RLConcun/ncc : X Date
%4&‘4 4%&4 S:—S’_‘-‘?f?.

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence Date




Site Code: 100-H-16 Site Classification: . Accepted Page 1

Site Names: 100-H-18, 184-H Dissolving Pit and Brine Pump House, H Area Power House Brine Pit, 184-H Bnne
Pit

- Site Desc: The salt dlssoivmg pets and brine pump pit wer2 part of a single belaw-grade concrete structure that
provided brine for the 184-H Powerhouse. No evidence of the structure can be seen today.
The sait dissolving pits each had inner dimensions of 4.3 meters {14 feet) long by 2.4 meters (8
feet) wide by 2.8 meters (.25 feet) fall. They had a design high water line 2.4 meters (7. 75 feet)
- from the pit bottom. An overflow sict that connected the two dissolving pits was located 0.3 meters
(1 foot) above the high water line. The bottom of each pit was filled with a 12.7 centimeter (5 inch)
tayer of 1.3 fo 2.6 centimeter (1/2 to 1 inch) gravel topped by a 17.8 centimeter (7 inch) layerof 0.3 . -
to 0.6 centimeter (1/8 to 1/4 inch) gravel. The dissolving pits each had a 2.4 meter {8 feet) by 0.9 - -
meter (3 feet) opening at the top for receiving sait. each pit had a mpaaty of 23, 600 kilograms
" (52,000 pounds) of salt.
Th brine pump pit is located adjécent to the two salt dissolving pits. The pit was 3.3 meters (10.67
feet) long by 2.2 meters (7.33 feet) wide by 2.1 meters (7 feet) deep. It heid two pumps and
associated piping (all brass) for the brine system. The floor of the pump pit sloped toward a 46 by
46 by 46 centimeters (18 by 18 by 18 inches) sump in a comer. A sump pump discharged to a
. - nearby french drain (100-H-32).

Assoc Struct: The site is associated with 18a-H Power House and the 100-H-32 French Drain.

Site Type: ~ Sump Start Date: 1948

Status: Inactive End Date:

Programmatic o \

Responsibility: Coordinates:

. {EY 577456.25

Operable Unit:  100-HR-2 (N) 152937641

Hanford A".;a: 100H Washington State Plane

Site Accessible: No

Access Req: _ ' Site Hazards:

Location Desc:  The site is located s_outh of 184-H and just north of the railroad tracks.

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc:

Release Pofential

Desc:

Procass Desc:
Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:

References:

The brine was used to regenerate the zeofite ion exchange demmerahzers that were part of the
powerhouse water treatment system

The srte was probably demoiished in place as were similar brine pits at 184-B and 184-0D. No -
demclition-or samplmg records have been located.

_ In the other 100 Areas, the brine pits were iocated so that the sump discharges and overfiow went

to the area process sewer systems. At 100H, the brine pit was not located near the process sewer
system, so a french drain was vsed. ]

1. P. W Griffin, 10-5-88, 184-B Powerhouse, 184-D Powerhouse, 1T17-F Maintenance Shop Facility
- Decommissioning Report, SD-DD-Ti-033.

2. R. W. Carpenter, 09/20/93, 100-D Area Technical Baseline Report, WHC-SD-EN-TI-181, RE\I 0.
3._D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127.

" 4. 100H Underground Services: Sewer & Water, P-1216.

5. Giffels & Vallet inc., Engineers, 4/15/49, BUILDING 184-H BRINE F'!T & PIPING, P-141 9 Rev 2

845 Meters 31.00 Feet



/

//

Site Code: 100-H-16 o Site Classification:  Accepted ) ) Page 2
Width: _ 5.49 Meters 18.00 Feet
Depth/ Height 366 Meters’ 12.00 Feet
Overburden Dapth: - Meters " Feet
Diameter: = - © Meters ' Feet
Sqg. Area: sqMeters sqFeet ’
Est. Volums: cuMeters cuFeet :
Capacity: Liters - - Gallons -
Site Shape: o C Irreguiar .
References: 1. Giffeis & Vallet Inc. Engmeers 4/15/49, BUILDING 184-H BRINE PIT& PIPING P-1419 ’

Rev 2

| Part A Permit Appiication Written: No_ Interim Closure Plan Written: No i
PartB Pen-nit Application Written: -No. J Covered under TPA Action Plan: Unknown
Registered Class V tindergrouna ' Solid Waste Management Unit: Yes
injection Well: ~ Unknown - Air/Water Permit Written: No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type: = Waste disposal unit

- cleanup. It:snotknuwn if salt cake was ieft in the structure. -
References: :

Regulatory Authority:

TSD Number: ;
References: ]‘
Waste information: ?
Typa: Demolition and Inert Waste

Catogory: Unknown '

Physical State:  Solid

Amournt:
‘Units:

Reported Date:

Start Date:

End Date:

Description: The site was probably demolished in place. No documentation has been Ior.ated related to




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(Tobe completed by 2 member of ERC Data Management and inciuded with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.}

Discovery Site 1D Number: 1876
Site Alias(esl: '100-H-16, 184-H Dlssolvmg Pit and Brine Pump House, H Area Power House Brine Pit, 184-H
Brinc Pit
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed
® O O
L Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y On@®

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NQ, GOTO2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES NO

‘the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 betow compond . .

with the six wastc management unit types found in the TPA definition.) @ (j
2. Complete items 2.2 through 2.5 below to determine if the urit is a solid waste

management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(x) of RCRA.

2.a. [sthe material at the unit 3 waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debris, b @ n O
indystrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or 1

. contained gas)

. IFNQ, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2.b. Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i-e., not from industrial, -
commercial, mining, agricuttural, or community activitits) . ¥ O w @
2.c. Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean

Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permity v (O = @
2.4. Does the waste consist ONLY of source, spcciﬁl nuciear, or byproduct :
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? yOno @

A YESTO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2. Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface ST

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or y @ O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit) ’

IF YES, CHECK YESAND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO2.L. .

2f Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas
receiving srpall but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/unioading operanons, solvent washing, - ¥ O n O )
industrial PIOGESS SEWEY SYSIems, cte.) :

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO3.




NO

3. Is the unit a waste dispt}sai unit? (énmpleu items 3.2 and 3.b beiow)
® O
3.8 Does the unit require a RCRA pcm'nt for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? ] YyOone ®
3b. Have hazardous wastes or sabstances been dispesed of in 2 burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, frenich drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a y @ n O :
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radiodctive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units) '
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 4.
4. Is the unit ap unplanned relesse that has not been adequately cieaned up and represents YES NO
. & potential threat to human heslth or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA s
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, C @
including petrolenm, that may require action to witigate & potential environmentat :
impact)
5, Is the umit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO
C @
6. Docs.the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste? : )
O @
7. 1s the unit another type of storage unit that may require action ¢o mitigate a potentiai YES NO
cavironmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit)
C @
Comments:

This classification is based on the assumption that the structure was buried in situ. Hazardous waste (sallcake) may

remain at the site.

/ // /%c__ AY.

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence

an{ ment investigator

Date

E-RL

FOR SITES REQU[R[NG DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REYIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0061

/'£ P N 9’/?/7?'

ncurrence . b

§-¢-37

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence Date



Waste Site Reclassification Form

Date Submitted: July 1. Operable Unjt(s}: 100-HR-2 Control Number: 97-003
1997 - _
QOrigipnator: Clarence E. Waste Site ID: 100-H-16. 184—H Power House
Corriveay. Jr., MSIN HO-17 Brine Pits
Phone: 509-372-9565 T f lassification Action:
Rejected JB_
Closed Cut O

No Action O

This form documents agreement among the parties listed below authorizing classification of the subject
unit as rejected. closed out. or no action and autherizing backfill of the site, if appropriate. Final
removal from the NPL of no action or closed-out sites will occur at a future date.

Description of curr W. 1l ition:
(Summarize status of investigation/remediation of the waste sites.)

Two salt-dissolving pits were part of a single below-grade concrete structure that provided sodium
chloride brine used to regenerate the zeolite ion exchange demineralizers that were part of the water
treatment system for the 184-H Power House. Each pit had inner dimensions of 4.3 mx2.4mx 2.8 m
(14 ft x 8 ft x 9.25 ft) deep. The facility is believed to have been demolished in place as were
similar brine pits in the BC Area and D Area. No demolition or sampling records have been located.
The site currently appears as a cobble-covered area located adjacent to railroad tracks west of the
former location of the 184-H Power House.

Basis for reclassification: _
(For c]oseout reference supporting documentat1on as listed in Table 2-3.)

Site is a Waste Management Unit but not a waste disposal unit. No other regu]atory authorities apply
Sodium chioride in the form and concentration which may exist on site is not a hazardous waste. 1§
nondangerous and nonradicactive.

1r/£f/gﬁ?

Manager .- Date
Eco1ogy Progect Madéger_;: Date
) ._ DatEZ": P

'EPAaPrdgett'Manager




Site Code:  100-H-27 ' Site Classification:  Rejected - : Page 1

Site Names:
Site Desc:

Assoc Struct:

Site Type:
Status:

Programmatic
Responsibility:

Oparable Unit:
Hanfmrd A;ea:
Site Accessible:

Access Req:
Location Desc:
" Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc:

Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:

100-H-27, 100-H Area Patrol Headquarters Storm Runoff Ditch

" The site is a ditch that receives stormwater runoff from a nearby asphalt parking areas and

butidings. The ditch runs northward from a 15 centimeter {6 inch) vitrified clay pipe that drscharged

_at a headwall.

Ditch Start Date:
Inactive End Date:

. . (E) 0
100-HR-2 ) N o |
100H Washington State Plane
No

Site Hazards:

The site is located east of and adjacent {o the 1607-H3 septic tank and tilefield.

The 100-H Téchnical Baseline Report (BHI-00127) documents the length of the trench as 90 meters
(100 yards). Drawing P-1230 shows the french to be approximately 30 meters (100 feet) long. The
tength pravided by the Technical Baseline Report is beheved tobe accurate -

References: 1. 11/2/49, 100-H Site Plan, Underground Services Sewer and Waste Section 30, P-1230 Rev 4.
. 2. D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127.
Dimg n§ig us-
tength: 91.44 Meters 300.00 Feet
‘Width: ' 0.91 Meters 3.00 Feet
Depth / Height: 0.46 Meters 1.50 Feet
Overburden Depth: Meters Feet
Diameter: ' Meters : Feet
Sq. Area: sgMeters sqFeet
‘Est. Volume: cuMeters -cuFeet
Capacity: Liters . Gallons
Site Shape:
References: 1. D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Fab 1885, 100-H Area Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127.
Regulatory information:
Part A Permit Application Written: No Interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Plan: Unknown
Registered Class V Underground : Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: Ne Alr/Water Permit Written: No



/ .

Site Code:  100-H-27 _ . Site Classification:  Rejected ~ Page2
TPA Waste Management Unit Type: - l
Regulatory Authority:
"1 TSD Number:
References:
Waste information:
Type: ~ Stormwater Runoff
Category: Nondangerous/nonradioactive
Physical State:  Liquid
Amount; .
Units:
Reported Date:
Start Date:
End Date:
Description: _ _
References: 1. 11/2/49, 100-H Site Pian, Underground Services Sewér and Waste Section 30, P-1230 Rev 4.




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be compieted by a member 'of ERC Data Management and inciuded with
the daia package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 3792
Site Alias(es): 100-H-27, 100-H Area Patrol Headquartsrs Storm Runoff Ditch

th Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Neaded

O S e e

L

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT"” ABOVE AND STOP. IFNOC, GOTO 2.

Does the unit receive unconfaminated raiaw_ltgr runoff only? y@® O

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1
of the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 thmugh 7 below correspond
_ with the six waste managmnmt unit types found in thc TPA definttion.}

2

Complete itelns 2.a through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste

manzgement unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2.a.

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolitiondebris, y (O n (O

industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas) . .

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2b.

24

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial,

commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) yrOs O

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (1., Nationai Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) O . O
Yy

Does the wastc consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? yOas O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
ISNOT A SWMU, IF SO, CHECK NO ANP GO TO 3. ]FALLARENO.
GOTO 2.

2e

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surfice

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage ares,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O O
other physncal chemical, or biological treatment unit) .

!FYES,CHECKYESANDGOTO& IFNO, GO TO2.f.

" YES NO

o O



2f Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
. receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human )
activity, such as from loading/untoading operations; sotvent washing, yOn O
industrial process sewer systems, etc.) :

IF YES. CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 3.

‘ ‘ o : ' YES NO
3. * Is the unit & waste dispasal unit? (Compiete items 3.2 and 3.b below)
Ja Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? _ yOn O
3.b.

Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in 2 burial ground, pit,

pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subjectto

regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a vy O O
potertial environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive wastc disposal units, pre- -
RCRA units)

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

: YES  NO
4, Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequstely cleaned up and represents .
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., relcases above CERCLA O O
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance reieases, '
" including petroleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmentai
impact)
YES
5 Is the unit an insctive, contaminated structure? _ No
YES NO
6 Does the unit require a RCRA perlmt for the treatment or storage of dungeruus or
mixed waste? _ _ O O o
' . . . . - . YES NO
2 Is the unit anothey type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential
environmental impact? (e.g., radiozctive waste storage unit) O O

Comments: This site received uncontaminated stormwater runoff only which docs not qualify for WIDS as documented in the .
1987 HSWMUR. .

2/ /f 7 |
2/¢/77

Regulatory Compliance Concurrcnce



" DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by 2 member of ERC Data Managerent and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 3792 _
Site Alias(es): 100-H-27, 100-H Arez Patrol Headguarters Storm Runoff Ditch

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

- . o
1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runofl only'.’_ ¥ @ n O

I!';‘ YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. tF'NO. GOTO2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is 2 waste m-anigcmcn't unit as defined in Section 3.1 of YES - NO

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 below comrespond . .

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition ) ] ) O P
2. Complete items 2.z through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste

management unit (S\WMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2a. Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded .
material, including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, ¥
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas) ’

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES. GO TO 2.b.

C2b. Is the waste from historiéal residental activities? (i.e., not from indnstrizil, ) -,
commercial, mining, agricuitural, or community activities) Y C,) n{)
2e ~ Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean .
Water Act? (i.c.. National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥ () n ()
24 Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, of byproduct P
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? y{On ()

‘A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

2e. . Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface )
impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arca, -
incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥y O n O
other physical, chemical, or biclegical treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO, GO TO 2.f.

21 Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., areas
receiving smail but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, yOn
industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

O

IF YES. CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3. .




3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) . YE§ NO
(A
3a Does the unit require a RCRA permn for the disposal of dangerous or mixed '
- waste? ) ¥ O n O
3.b.. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as 8 RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a yOns O
. potential environmental impact? (¢.g., radicactive waste dlsposal units, pre- ’
RCRA units)
1F EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GO TO4.
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cieaned up and represents YES NO
’ a potential threat to human heaith or the environment? (ie., releases ahove CERCLA -~
reportable quanutles defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardoos substance releases, O /
including petroienm, that may require action to mitigate & poteatial environmental ) :
impact) .
5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO
C O
S
6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste? O ' O
T Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES - NO
_ environmental impact? (e.g.. radioactive waste storage unit) O O
Comments:  This site received uncontaminated stormwater runoff only which does not qualify for WIDS as documented in the
- 1987 HSWMUR.
ERC Data Management Investigator _ ) o ~ Date
. Regulatory Compliance Concurrence : . Date

-FOR SITES REQUIRING DO_E-R.L AND REGULATOR REVIEW l;ER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

JL,,«//\/_\/ ¥/7

(jﬁom Chpearene b’ . n

=597

- Lead Reguiatory Agency Concurrence i : _ Date



Site Code: 100-H-19 _ * Slte Classification:  Rejected Page 1

Site Names: 100-H-19, Undocumented Unplanned Airbome Release: Stack Emission No.2
Site Desc: There are no posted areas retated to this site.
Assoc Struct:
Site Type: _ Unplanned Reiease ' Start Date: 1955
Status: Inactive _ : : End Date:
Programmatic . .
Responsibility: Soordinates:

: (E) O
Opemple Unit: 100-HR-1 . ) N 0
Hanford Area:  100H B Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: - No
Access Req: Site Hazards:

Location Desc:  Affected areas inicuded 100-H and parts of the 500 Area to the west and south. Figure 4 in HW-
54636 shows the particulate density within the 100- Area. Figure 5 in HW-54636 has a larger
scale and shows the particuiate density over the greater area. ) ‘

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc: On November 1, 1955, a ruptured siug burned briefiy during discharge from the reactor.
. Approximately 3.0E10 becquereis (0.8 curie) of filterable gross beta contamination, mostly banum

and rare earth plus yttrium, was emitted from the 105-H stack. The south one-third portion of the
100-H Area was found contaminated with concentrations as high as 12 patticles per 9.3 square
meters (100 square feet). The contamination levei was 1.000 to 10,000 counts/minutes, with
isolated particies as high as 1 milligray/hour (100 millirads/hour). One particle, found near the 100-
H Gatehouse, had a dose rate of 7 milligrays/hour (700 milirads/hour). The contamination was
found to have spread south of 100-H Area, covering an area of approximately 18.1 square
kilometers {7 square miles).

Release Potential
Desg:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:
Site Comment:
References: 1. J. M. Selby and J. K Soidat 1-25-58 Summary of Environmentat Contamination Incidents at Hanford
1952-1967, HW-54636. _
2. D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127.
Part A Permit Application Written: No . Interim Closure Plan Written: No J
Part B Permit Application Written: No : Covered under TPA Action Plan: No ‘
Registered Class V Underground Solid Waste Management Unit: No
injection Weil: No Air/Water Permit Written: No-

| TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number:

References: 1. Ecology, 8/28/85, Redesignation of 100-HR-1 and 100-DR-1 Operabie Units (OUs) from RCRA Past
Practice Units to CERCLA Past Practice Units, TPA C-95-01A.




’
site code:

100-H-18 . . Site Classification:  Rejected " Page2

Type: . Process Effluent
Catagory: . Radioactive

Physical State:  Solid
/ . Amount:
{ ' Units:
Reported Date:
Start Date:
End Date: . _
Deascription: The waste consisted of airborne radioactive particulates released through the 105-H stack. )
References: 1. J. M. Selby and J. K. Soldat, 1-25-58, Summary of Environmental Contamination incidents at
Hanford, 1952-1967, HW-54636. ' o




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1259

100-H-19, Undocumented Unplanned Airborne Release: Stack Emmision No.2

Site.Alias{es):

O @ _ O

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit More Information Needed

Does the unit receive mmcontaminated rainwater runcff only? yOr @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a Wastc managemesit unit as defined in Section 3.1 of the
Tri-Paty Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Itemzthrmgh‘lbelowcomdwnhlhe
snxwmcmmagemununntypu fmmdmthe TPA defimtion.)

Complete itemx 2.2 throngh 2.f below to detemheiﬂhzunttisamllﬂmtemmgm
unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

2.a

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.¢., a regulated waste or a discarded material,

including garbage, refizse, studge, construction/demolition debris, y@®ar O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

confained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GOTO 2.b. .

2b.

2d

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SIIE IS

Is the waste from historical residental ictmhu? (i.c., not from industrial,
oommﬂcial,mining,a_g'icultmﬂ,orcmmnﬁtyuﬁviﬁe) . o R @

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permifted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.e., National Poftutant Discharge Elimination System permit) y O s @

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct material
regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? yOa @

NOT A SWMU. IFSO,CHECKNOANDGOTOS IFALLARENO.
TO 2.e.

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.e., a landfill, surface -

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arca,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or ¥ O-n @ )
nﬂxﬂphyswd,chumul,orbmlugml&emm) :

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. ITFNO,GOTO 2L

YES NO

SAC



2f Is the uriit the result of routine and systematic discharpes? (i.c., areas receiving
" small but steady discharges over time from systematic human activity, such as '
from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, industrial process sewer ¥ O o @
systemns, efc.)
IFYES,CHECKX_’ES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.
. YES NO
3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Compiete items 3.2 and 3.b beiow)
O @
32 Doesthe unit require a RCRA permit for the dispasal of dangerous or mixed.
waste? - ¥ O 1 @
3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or fand surface that is not subject to _
reguiation as a RCRA disposal unjt and may require action to mitigate a potential ¥ O @
environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-RCRA units)
IF ETTHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GOTO 4.
' = YES NO
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents s
potential threat to human healéth or the environment? (i.e., releases ahove CERCLA O @®
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
including petrolewin, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental impact)
. _ . L YES NO
5. Is theé unit an inactive, contaminated structure? _
3 N . A YES -NO
6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or mixed
waste? ] ’ : O @
. ' . ' YES NO
7. Ts the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential
environmental impact? (e.g._,ndioadivemtemngemﬂt) _ o @

Commentx: This site does not require action to mitigate an environmental impact. The short-lived radionuctides reieased in 1955 have
decayed and there are no posted areas rejated to the release.

Reguiatory Compliance Concurrence L Date




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be compieted by a meémber of ERC Data Management and included with .

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1859

Site Alias(es):

100-H-19, Undocumentad Unplanned Airbome Release: Stack Emission No.2

Waste Masiagement Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

| O
O ® _
1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? v C " @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the sits is a waste rﬁanagement unit as defined in Section 3.1 of

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 beiow correspond

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

Complete items 2.a through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste’

_ management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded
material, including garbage. refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debrs,
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or
contained gas) '

IF ﬂO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GOTO 2.b.

y @ n

E
N A

2hb.

2d.”

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., not from industrial,
. commercial, mining, agricuttural, or community activities)

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted undet the Ciean
Water Act? (i.e., Nationat Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit)

‘Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
materiai regulated by the Atomic Energy Act?

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE

y (O

Y(A)n

IS NOT A SWMLU. IF 50, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

K )

Was the waste piaced in a discernable unit? (i.c., a landfill, surface
“impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste reeycling unit,or vy () n

other physical, chemical. 'q'r biological treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO, GOTO 2.£

2.f

Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas
receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human
activity, such as from loading/unioading operations, solvent washing,
industrial process sewer systems, etc.) '

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 3.

',O.,

YES
™
-

NO

@



3. Is the unit 2 waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YES NO
O @
la Does the unit require a RCRA permit-for the chsposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? ¥ O n @

b Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in 2 burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, wench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to - :
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a ¥ O L @
potential cnvironmental impact? {e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
- IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and repreéents YES NO
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA o
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; ather hazardous substance releases, O C) _
including petroleum, that may require aclion to mitigate a potentml environmental S
impact)

5. 1s the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO

o : O @

6. Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or | yes nNO
mixed waste? . _

C @

7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may reguire action to mitigate 2 potentui YES NO
enwronmcatal impact? (e.g., radicactive waste storage unit) ‘ | - O (_}

e

Comments: This site does not require action to mitigate an cnvironmental impact. The short-lived radionuciides refeased in 1955
have decayed and there are no posted areas rejated to the release.

ERC Data Management Investigator Date

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence _ . Date

~ FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-50-0001

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence ' _ Date



Site Code:  100-H-20 - Site Classification:  Rejected _ Paget .

Site Names: 100-H-20 Undocumented Unplanned Release: Swallow Nests and Druppmgs
Site Desc: ~ There are no posted areas related to this release.
Assoc Struct: The reiease is related to the 107-H quuld Waste Disposal Trench (116-H- 1) and the 100-H Water
Towers. S
Site Type: Unplanned Reiease . . - StartDate: =~ - 1956
Status: _ Inactive ' ‘ End Date: '
Programmatic : . ..
Responsibility: . _ Coordinates:
' ’ {(Ey ©
Operable Unit: 100-HR-1 . . . : N 0
Hanford Area: 100H o Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No '
- Access Req: . _ ' Site Hazards:

Location Des~:  The release contamlnated an area extendmg from around the 100-H water toover over a flight path
: toward the White Bluffs. Figure 6 in HW-54636 shows the levels of contamination that were
detected within the 100-H Area.

- Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc: After isolated cases of personnel and vehicle contamination were detecied on May 15, 1956, it was
discovered that swallows were making nests out of contaminated mud taken from the 107-H Liquid -
Waste Disposal Trench. The contaminated mud was being dropped around the 100-H water
towers and at scattered jocations over the flight path to the White Bluffs across the Columbia

River. Concentrations ranged from ¢ to 6 particles per 9. 3 squara meters (100 square feet), with a
maximum recorded reading of 1.5 milligrays/hour (150 miliirads/hour).

Release Potential ' :
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:
Site Comment:
" References: i M Selby and J. K. Soldat, 1-25-58, Summary of Environmental Contammatlon incidents at Hanford,
1952-1967, HW-54636.
2. D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127.
Part A Permit Application Written:  No Interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Appliuﬁun Written: No - Covered under TPA Action Plan: No
Registered Class V Underground : Sofid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: : o Mo Airfwater Permit Written: No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Regulatory Authority: - CERCLA Past Practice
TSD Number: ‘ S

References: 1. Ecology, 8/28/95, Redesignation of 100-HR-1 and 100-DR-1 Operable Units {OUs) from RCRA Past
Practice Units to CERCLA Past Practice Units, TPA C-95-01A.

Waste Inf fion:
Type: Soil
Category: Mixed



Site Code:  100-H-20 Site Classification:  Rejected - " Page2

Physical State:

Amount:
Units:

i Reported Date:’

Start Date:
End Date:
Description:

References:

Solid
1956

The 107-H Liquid Waste Disposal Trench received highly contaminated cooling water from
the 107-H Retention Basin. The mud used by the swallows would have contained
radioactive contamination from fuel element rupture,

1.’ J. M. Selby and J: K. Soidat, 1-25-58, Summary of Enviranmentaj Contamination Incidents at l
Hanford, 1952-1967, HW-54636.
2 D.H. Deford, M\W. Einan,, Feb 1695, 1OD-H Area Technical Baseiine Report. BHI-00127




. DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a2 member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1860
Site Alias(es): ‘ 100-1-20, Undocumented Unplanned Release: Swallow Nests and Droppings
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit ~ More Information Needed
O @® - O
1. Doesthe unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff cxly? yOr @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

A check in any "YES” box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of the
Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below correspond with the
six waste management unit types found in the TPA. definition.)

2

- unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Complete items 2.2 through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste management

2.a.

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste ora discarded material, :
including garbage, refuse, sludge, construction/demolition debria, y@n O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, smol:d, or

contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GOTO 2.b.

2.

2.c

24

Is the waste from historical residestal activities? (1e.,notﬁ'om1ndustnai, :
commercial, mining, agricuitural, or community activities) ¥ Q n @

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge petmitted under the Clean
Water Act? (ie., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit)

y O @

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct material
regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ‘ yOr @

A YESTQ ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES TBE SITE IS
NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO, GO
TO 2.e.

Wasﬂ:swastepwmad:seemableunn? {Le., a jandfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storape area,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or y O @
other physical, chemical, or biciogical treatment unit) -

IF YES, CHECKYES AND GO TO 3. IFNO,GOTO 2L

YES NO

O @



2f ' Is the unit the result of routine and systematic discharges? (i.c., arcas receiving
small but steady discharges over time from systematic hmman activity, such as
from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, industrial process sewer ¥ O » @
systems, ctc.) _
IF YES, CHECK VES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO3.
N YES NO
3 Is the unit & waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below)
' O @
" 3a 'DoesﬂiennﬁmquheaRCRAj:ézmhforthedisposalofdannﬁxed 1.
waste? ) ‘ b O n @
3b. Havehamdwswu&mmbﬁmmbemdﬁpwedofmahﬁdmunﬂ,p&
pond,dﬂnh,enb,ﬂmch,ﬁ‘mdxd!mmorlandsnrfmethatumtsnbjeam
regulat:onasaRCRAdnsposalunnmdmyreqnmamontonuﬂgntcspotamd ¥ O » @
amronrnemalnnpact? (e £ ndloacnvewastcdtsposalumts,pm-RCRAumB)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
' ‘ : YES NO
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents a i
. potential threat to human health or the environment? (ie., releases above CERCLA o @
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases,
including petrolenm, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental impact)
) ‘ YES NO
‘S. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? . :
O @
: ' ' "YES NO
6. Does the unit require 8 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or mixed
YES NO
7. Ts the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to miﬂglteapotenthl
- environmental impact? (e.g. radioactive waste storage unit) O @

Comments: - 'Ilussﬂedoanotreqmrewtmntom:hgaumenvmmmﬂunpm Thmumrmnmngmdemcofﬁmneﬂsorother
relmandnoamsar:posted.

/ //Z g 2%

lnvmugator

W | . 2[e(77

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1860

Site Alias{es):

~ 100-H-20; Undocumented Unplanned Rejease: Swallow Nests and Droppings

"Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit  More information Needed

: e
s

O @ ,
L. _Du:s the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only? y O o @

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NOQ,GOTO2.

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of

the Tri-Party Agreement (TTA) and should be entered into WIDS. (ftems 2 through 7 below correspond

with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

2.

Complete items 2.a through 2.1 below to determine if the unit is a solid waste

2.a.

management unit (S\WMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the material at the unit a waste? (i.e., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, y @ n
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas) C

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

o~
ot

2.bh.

24

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.c., not from industrial, N
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) y(On

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean -~
Water Act? (i.e., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥ O

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct -~
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? y (O

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF S0, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

C)

.

®

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? {i.e., a landfili, surface

" impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,
incincrator, injection well. wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, of v O f
other physical, chemical, or biciogical treatment unit) '

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNQ,GOTO 2L,

2f

Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas
- receiving small but steady discharges cver time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, y On

industrial process sewer systems, etc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GO TO 3.

o

NO
@



3 Es the unit a waste disposal unit? {Camplete items 3.2 and 3.b below) YE.S . NO
O @
3.a Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
. waste? ' yOn @
3b. Have hazardous wastes or subsiances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit.
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or iand surface that is not subject to
. regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate 2 ¥ O n @
potential environmental impact? (¢.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-
RCRA units)
" IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
4. Is the unit an unplanned release that bas not been adequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
s potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.c., refeases above CERCLA
reporiable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance relesses, O ®
inciuding petroleum, that may require sction to mitigate a potential environmental
impact} :
5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO
C @
6. Daes the unit require 4 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
' mixed waste? . ]
O @
7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require sction to mitigate a po:e.ntial YES NO
environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) .
C @
Comments: This site dees not require action to mitigate an environmental impact There is no remaining evidence of the nests or
other reicases and no areas are posted.
) ERC Data Management Investigator ‘ Date
Reguiatory Compliance Concurrence Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-50-0001

}i,//f\ /\Y/’ | 3;2' s /12

\.'...../
E-RL C#currcncc

Date

5~ r-F7

Lead Repulatory Agency Consurrence - Date



Site Code:  100-H-26 : * SiteClassification:  Rejected Page 1

_ Site Names: 100-H-26, Grounds Surroundmg Deactivated Areas, Exclusion Area

" Slte Desc: "~ The grounds ‘within the 100-H exclusion area that are not part of other waste sltes
Assoc Struct: _
Site Type: Unplarned Release Start Date: |
Status: o inactive ) B End Date:
Programmatic : : _ .
Responsibility: m

. (Ey ©
Qperable Unit: 100-HR-1 ™ o
Hanford Area: 100H Washington State Plane
Site Accessible: No
Access Reqg: Site Hazarﬂs:

Location Desc:

Env. Mon Desc: Thé RARA (Radiation Area Remedial Action) program is responsible for surveillance and
- maintenance activities. The exciusion areas are to be kept free from radiological contamination and

vegetation.
Release Desc: ‘ '
Release Potential
Desc:
Process Desc:
Cleanup
Activities:
Site Comment:
References: 1. W.M. Hayward, 10-30-85, RARA FY 1995 Summary Report, BHI-00621
2. Johnsen, TF to K.L. Schardem 328196, co:Mail - RARA Grounds Surrounding Deactivated Areas.
Regulatory Information:
Part A Permit Application Written;©  No  Interim Closure Pian Written: ~ No
Part B Permit Application Written: No . Covered under TPA Action Plan: Unknown
Registerad Class V Undergruund ; : Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: No Air/Water Permit Written: No
TPA Waste Management Unit Type:
Regulatory Authority:
TSD Number:

References:




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

{To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 3742

Site Alias(es): . 100-H-26, Grounds Surrounding Deactivated Areas, Exclission Area
Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit More Information Needed
o @® o O '

1. Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater nmofTonly? yOr @

IFYES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IF NO, GO TO 2.

_A check in any *YES™ box below indicates the site is a waste managemnent unit as defined in Section 3.1 of the
Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WiDS. (Itemsﬁﬂm@?bclowmnspmdmm&e
alxwastenmmgammtypesfmndmtheTPAdeﬁnmm)

Complete items Zaﬁﬁnghijhmmdetenninz if the unit is 2 solid waste management
nnit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the material at the unit 2 waste? (i.e., a regulated wasts or a discarded material,

including garbage, refuse, siudge, construction/demolition debris, oy O @
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gax) .

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO3. IF YES, GO TO 2.b.

2b.

2.4

1a the waste from historical residental activities? (ic., not from industrial,
commercial, mining, agricultural, or commumity activities) yOn O

Ts the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharpe Elimination System permit) o o
. ¥ n

' Doaﬂ:cm:mmastONLYofswme,speciﬂnuclnr orbypmductmatenal '
_ngnla!zdbythnAtmmcEn:gyAﬁ? _ ‘ y O O

AYESTOANY OFT]IEABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE IS
NOT A SWMU. IF 50, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO, GO
TO 2.e.

Wasﬂlewm;)lacedmadnemnblsum? (i.e., a landfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area, )

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycling unit, or y O n O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit) .

1I¥ YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO, GO TO 2.1

YES NO'

O ®



2f. Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (Le., arcas receiving
amall but steady discharges over time from systematic homan activity, such as '
ﬁmnloadmghmlmdmgmmmmmdnmﬂmm b O n O
sym:ms.ets.)
IF YES, CHECK YES. 1IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.
' : YES NO
3. Iz the unit a wasie disposal unit? {Complete items 3.5 and 3.b below) 7
3a Mmmmancmmfuwmdmmm _
waste? . yOn @
b, :
3 Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit, -
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to 1
regulation as a RCRA disposa unit and may require action to mitigate a potential - ¥ On @
~ environmental impact? (e.g, ra.dmacuvewmd:spoulm pre-RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. I¥ BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.
- 5 - ' YES NO
4. Is the unit an unplanned relesse that has not been adequately clesned up and represents a .
poteniial threat to human health or the environment? (Le., releases above CERCLA O @
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other harardons sabstance releases, L
' iInciuding petroleum, that may reguire action to mitigate a potentiat environmental impact)
' 0
5 Is the unit an insctive, contaminated structure? YES N -
__ _ ' YES NO
6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or mixed
| wste? C @
YES NO
7 h!heunitmthertypeofﬂnugemﬂtﬂlntmyrequinnﬂontomlﬂpuapotmﬂd . :
environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage wnit) O @

Comments: This not & waste site but rather an area where the RARA organization performs routine surveillance and maintenance.

I P Lo
ERQaaflafigeniint Investigator Date
W SR S

Regulatory Compliance Corctrrence
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DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by a member of ERC Data Management and incuded with

the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

. Discovery Site 1D Number: 3742

Site Alias(es): . 100-H-26, Grounds Surrounding Deactivated Areas, Exclusion Area

Waste Management Unit Not a Waste Management Unit ~ More Information Needed

e @ e

1.

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. 1F NO,GOTO 2.

Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runofl only? y O @

A check in any "YES" box below indicates the site is 2 waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of
the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and should be entered into WIDS. (items 2 through 7 below correspond
_with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.)

S

Complete items 2.a through 2. below to detérmine if the unit is a soiid waste
‘management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA.

Is the materiat at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, inciuding garbage, refuse, sfudge, construction/demolition debris, Y (j‘ n (@ ‘

industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or -
contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES,GOTO 2.b.

2b.

2d.

- Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge permitted under the Clean
 Water Act? (i.c., National Poilutant Discharge Elimination System permit) Y (/ LR

Is the waste from historical residental activities? (i.e., not from industriai,
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) ¥

Does the waste consist ONLY of source. special nuctear, or byproduct ~ -
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? ¥y (O on @

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

@
Q.

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit?  (i.e., a landfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage arca,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recyciing unit,or ¥ (O n O
other physical, chemical, or biological treatment unit) :

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IFNO, GO TO 2.1, .

2f

is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic discharges? (i.e., areas

receiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/untoading operations, solvent washing, Y Ces C
industrial process sewer systems, eic.) )

 IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 3.

'YES

NO
-



Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (€Complete itefns 3aand3b below)

X YES NO
o @
3a Does the unit require 2 RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed
waste? ¥ O n @

3b. Have hazardous wastes or substances heen disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposaf unit and may require action to mitigaic a Y O n @
potential environmental impact? (c.g., radicactive waste dxsposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
[F EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the unif an unpianned release that has not beer adequately cleaned up and represe;lts -YES NO -
a potential threat to human health or the environment? (i.e., releases above CERCLA . -
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; otiier hazardous substance releases, O ®
inciuding petreleum, that may require action to mitigate a potential environmental
impact)

5. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES ° NO

O @

6. . Does tie unit require 3 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO
mixed waste?

O @

5 Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO
environmentai 1mpnct" {e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) ) .

O @
Comments: This not a waste site but rather an area where the RARA ofganization performs routine surveillance and maintenance.
ERC .Data Management Investigator Date
Regulatory Compliance Concurrence Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0061

f} »//\__—\ o 3/8’/‘?1

E-RL C

B

urrence

Lead Regulatory Agency ( Concurrcace



Environmental Sites Database
General Summary Report

Site Code: 100-H-15

Site Classification:

Rejected

Site Names:
Site Desc:

Assoc Struct:

' Site Type:
Status:
Programmatic

Responsibility:

Operable Unit:
Hanford Area:
Site Accessibie:

Access Req:
Location Desc:

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc:

Release Potential -

Desc:
Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment:

100-H-15, Possible Septic Tank & Tiie Field, 100-H-25

The site appears in a photograph taken in 1950 as a rectanguiar site enclosed by a white rail
fence. In the photograph, a line of disturbed soil is visible extending from the east end of the
fénced area to a point near the southeast cormer of the 151-H Electrical Substation. It appears to

terminate at a manhole associated with the 1607-H1 septic tank.

Septic Tank 1018/%  Start Date:
Inactive _ 11896 - End Date:

Coordinates:

(E) 577416938
100-HR-2 (N) 152499.422
100H Washington State Plane
No :

Site Hazards:

The site is located east of the southeast corner of the 151-H electrical substation site, at or very

near the location of 118-H-2 Burial Ground (see Site Comment).

According to the 100-H area Technical Baseline Report, the site is visibie in Hanford Photos 106
and 682. Photograph 1086, taken on September 26, 1950, is an aerial photograph that shows the
site as described. Photograph 682, taken on April 13, 1950, is of a gas bottle delivery truck and

" does riot appear to be related to the site in any way.

The authors of the technical baseline report conciuded that this site had the appearance of a septic
tank, but noted that the site was very close to the 1607-H1 Septic Tank and that it would be uniikely
that two septic systems would have been needed in such close proximity. Part of the basis for their
conclusion was that the line of disturbance seen in photograph 106 ended near a manhole.

On March 13, 1996, an area between the 1607-H1 Septic System and the 118-H-2 Burial Ground
was walked down and no evidence of 3'second septic systerm was found. On March 29, 1996, the
manhole was opened and determined to be the tie-in from the 151-H and 105-H buildings to the
1607-H1 septic system as shown in drawing M-1904-H Sheet 3. There was no evidence of 2 iine

running to the west from the manhole.

The site's location as indicated in photograph 106 was compared with the mapped location of the

118-H-2 Burial Ground. The sites appear to have similar locations and dimensions. A thorough
_review of drawings related to septic systems and underground lines at 100-H failed to identify

anything at the described location except the 118-H-2 site.

it has been conciuded that 100-H-15 and 118-H-2 are the same site. It is important to note that a
discrepancy does exist. The photograph was taken in 1950 and the 118-H-2 site is documented as
starting in 1955. it is unclear why the area would have been fenced off five years prior te the site's
use. .

" Qroaey

12126195

Porfin) o
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Site Classification:  Rejected

Page 2

/ Site Code:  100-H-15.

References: 1. D.H. Deford, M\W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Basefine Report, BHI-00127.
' 2. TF Johnson, 4/28/95, Suspect Waste Site Investigation Logbook, EL-1238.
3. 9/26/50, 100-H Aeriat Photograph, Photo #106.
" 4, Carpenter, R. W., 4/1/96, From the Desk of: RW Carpenter - Sub;ect 100-H Area, Suspecte Waste Site,
. Type Unknown., FDO:04-01-86.
5. General Eiectnc, SANITARY AND PROCESS SEWERS (NO OFFICIAL TITLE), M-1804-H Sheet 3.

Di - ;

Length: 4572 Maeters 150.0Q Feet 015/5

Width: ) 9.14 Meters 30.00 Feet 0185

Depth / Height: Meters Feet -

Overburden Depth: Meters Feet

Diameter: Meters Feet

Sq. Area: sqMeters sgFeet

Est. Voiume: cuMeters cuFeet

Capacity: Liters Gailons

Site Shape:

References: . 1. D.H. Deford, MW. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technil Baseline Report, BHI-00127.
ul ion:

Part A Permit Application Written: No  o/isa? Interim Closure Plan Written: No 011587

Part B Permit Application Written: ~ No = 011597 Covered under TPA Action Plan:  Unknown

Registered Class V Underground : Soiid Waste Management Unit: No

Injection Wel: - Ne Air/Watar Permit Written: No

TPA Waste Management Unit Type:

Regquiatory Authority:

TSD Number:

References:




DISCOVERY SITE EVALUATION CHECKLIST

(To be completed by 2 member of ERC Data Management and included with
the data package for a newly discovered potential waste management unit.)

Discovery Site ID Number: 1375 _
Site AIIas(es): 100-H-15, Possible Septic Tank & Tile Field, 100-H-25

Waste Management Unit . Not a Waste Management Unit  More Information Needed

® ® | e

L

IF YES, CHECK "NOT A WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT" ABOVE AND STOP. IFNO, GO TO 2.

Does the unit receive uncontaminated rainwater runoff only‘? y O n O

A check in any "YES" bok below indicates the site is a waste management unit as defined in Section 3.1 of |

the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) and shouid be entered into WIDS. (Items 2 through 7 tziow correspond
with the six waste management unit types found in the TPA definition.) )

2

Compicte items 2.3 through 2.f below to determine if the unit is a solid waste
management unit (SWMU) as specified under Section 3004(u) of RCRA,

Is the materiat at the unit a waste? (i.c., a regulated waste or a discarded

material, including garbage, refisse, siudge, construction/demoiition debris, v (O n (O
industrial/sanitary wastewater or other discarded solid, liquid, semisolid, or

contained gas)

IF NO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF YES, GOTO 2.b.

2h.

2.¢.

2.d.

Is the waste from historical residentat activitics? (i.e., not from industrial,
commercial, mining, agricultural, or community activities) 4 o n O

Is the unit an industrial wastewater point discharge pcrmmed under the Clean
Water Act? (i.c., National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit) ¥ O n O

Does the waste consist ONLY of source, special nuclear, or byproduct
material regulated by the Atomic Energy Act? y OO

A YES TO ANY OF THE ABOVE QUESTIONS INDICATES THE SITE
IS NOT A SWMU. IF SO, CHECK NO AND GO TO 3. IF ALL ARE NO,

Was the waste placed in a discernable unit? (i.c., a iandfill, surface

impoundment, land treatment unit, waste pile, tank, container storage area,

incinerator, injection well, wastewater treatment unit, waste recycllng uwait,or vy (O s O
other physical. chemical, or biclogical treatment unit)

IF YES, CHECK YES AND GO TO 3. IF NO, GO TO 2.1.

2L

Is the unit the resuit of routine and systematic-discharges? (i.e., areas

1zceiving small but steady discharges over time from systematic human

activity, such as from loading/unloading operations, solvent washing, y O Q
industrial process sewer systems, ¢tc.)

IF YES, CHECK YES. IF NO, CHECKNO. GOTO 3.

YES NO

o o



3, - . Istheunita waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.a and 3.b below) _ YES NO

o o

34 Does the unit réquirc a RCRA permit for the disposal of dang;:rous or mixed

.wastc?. YOH O

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or land surface that is not subject to
regulation as a RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a y O C
potential environmental impact? (c.g., radioactive waste disposat units, pre- )
RCRA units} .

IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECKNO. GOTO4.

4. Is the unit an snpianned release that has not been adequately cieaned up and represents YES NO

a potential threat to human heslth or the environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA
reportable quantities defined in 40 CFR 302.4; other hazardous substance releases, ' O O
__including petroleum, that may require action to mitigste 2 potential environmental
impact) .
5. Is the unit 2n inactive, contsminated structure? : YES NO '

O O

6. Doces the unlt require 2 RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerons or 1 YES NO

mixed waste" O (_)

KA Is the unit another type of storage ugit that may require action o mitigate a potential - YES.. NO
environmentsl impact? (¢.g., radioactive waste storage unit) S O O

Comments: The site is not a septic tank. It is a duplicate of the 118-H-2 site. It Is classified as Not a Wasts Managemem Unit -
because the waste at the site is accounted for with the 118-H-2 site. Since the site is a deplicate, the main body of the
checklist is not filled out because it is not applicable.

T P /57

F ’K(/ ¢ Investigator | : Da{tc

D elsd  vhly

chnéory Compliance Concurrence Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-90-0001

J\_ /-'[ T~ - _glxlat

#QE-RL Confurrence X Date .
I%‘ P @L §~ =27

- Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence - Date




Dlstnbutmn ’ ‘ 050 479
Unit Manager s Meeting: Remedial Action Umtr'Source Operable Units _ '
¢ 100, 200, and 300 Areas

Nancy Werdel ........... [T el e, DOE-RL, RP (HO-12)

Mike Thompson . .. ... e e aa i e e e DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
Glenn Goldberg ........ .............................. e DOE-RL, RP (HO-12)
Owen Robertson . ...... ST TP RR DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
RickHolten ........... SR A PP DOE-RL, RP (HO-12)
BryanFoley ........... PO e, S ' DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
Robert MeLeod ... ittt ot iieasiaansssannansnsaneennnns ... DOE-RL-RP (H0-12)
Ellen Mattlin ........... e e e eee et e eaeeeeane DOE-RL, EAP (A5-15)
Steve Balone . ... ...ttt it e il DOE-RL, RPS (H0-12)
B IETY: 00 (=1 ¢ =) U e DOE-HQ (EM-442)
RichPerson .................. e e e et e e iame e taat e, DOE-HQ (EM-442)
DemnisFaulk ................... e wveveve.n... 100 Agpregate Area Manager, EPA (B5-01)

DavidEinan ......... e e e e EPA (B5-01)

"PamInmis ......... O P O S EPA (B5-01)
Larry Gadbois ....... S TSP e 'EPA (B5-01)
_Phil Staats ......... J R U 100 AggregateAreaManager,WDOE (B5-18)
JOaN BaTtZ ... i i e iie et WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18) -

 DavidHolland ........... e, IR WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18) -
KeithHolliday ....................... o eeerieeiiiiiiiiie........ WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18)
Shri Mohan . .... et it et .. WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18)

O WaynE SOPEr .. ...ttt e WDOE (Kennewick) {(B5-18)

" Ted Wooley .................................... WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18) -
Chuck CHRE . . ...t iiie e eaeanes S ... WDOE (Lacey)
Lyrn AIbin .. ..o e e e Washington Dept. of Health
V.R Dronen . ..., e e anaeaan s e e eeerereeesieiieiaen... BHI{HO-17)
G.O.Gesell .. .ooiii U BHI (H0-17)
JRJames ...l P e e e e BHI (H0-17)
"T.L.Rodriguez ............ccovrimniiiannnann. A e eeeeaas BHI (H0-17)

]G Woolard .........:. ... e PR 1= 14 ¢ & (123 )
C.E.Cormriveau .......... O .. BHI (H0-17)
C.W.Hedel .....oen. . ST ST U BHI (H0-17)
S CIBEK - iee st e et ERC (H9-03)
Lo A DItz ..ottt e i BHI (H0-20)
R L.Donzhoe .......ccoovve.s ST SU TR ........BHI(X9-06)
F.M Corpuz ...... P A U [ e BHI (X9-06}
G.B. Mitchem ... ...... SRR T .... BHI(H0-17)
C.RJOBISOM . ..ottt e e P BHI (L6-06)
RACason................. e e ity BHI (L6-06) -
Walter Remsen . . ....... e e el e e e BHI (H0-17)
L.C. Hulstrom ... .......: O D ST CHI (H9-03)
M T Galgoul .. ..o U CHI (H9-03).
AlvinaGoforth .. ... ... BHIDCC {Ho- 09).
ToIML WHRCZAK . .o oo oottt e e e et e e e et e e e BHI(I-IO-II) )

. Please inform Tamen Rodriguez (372-9562) - BHI
of deletions r additions to the distribution list.
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