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616 NRDWSF PROJECT MEETING MINUTES
Project Managers Meeting
27041HV/G229/600 Area

Hanford, Washington

July 26, 2001

L. Approval of the June 28, 2001 616 NRDWSF Project Meeting minutes
(Ecology/DOE-RL/FH)

II. Operational Status
1. All physical closure activities are complete.
2. Ecology walkdown of building performed on February 13, 2001,

confirming visual clean closure standard identified in the closure plan
were satisfied.

3. Verbal approval of draft evaluation and unvalidated soil sample data by
Ecology obtained per telephone conversation on March 5, 2001.

4. Validated soil sample data transmitted to Ecology on May 9, 2001.
5. Currently preparing final closure package (including professional engineer

certification, and owner/operator certification) for official transmittal to
Ecology.

II. Project Specific Issues
A. An evaluation of the 616 NRDWSF Soil Sample Data was provided by FH

for inclusion in the Project Manager's Meeting minutes and the
Administrative Record.

IV. Status of Action Items
A. No action items to report.

V. New Action Items
A. No new action items to report.

VI. Next Project Meeting
A. Next project meeting is tentatively scheduled for August 30, 2001.



EVALUATION OF 616 NONRADIOACTIVE DANGEROUS WASTE STORAGE
FACILITY SOIL SAMPLE DATA

SUMMARY

Sampling and analysis of 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility (616 NRDWSF) soil has
been completed in accordance with the 616 NRDWSF closure plan (DOE-RL 1999). The soil sampling
and analysis activities met closure plan requirements and laboratory analytical results are complete and
useable for making a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 closure decision.
Analyte concentrations do not exceed clean closure action levels established by the closure plan for this
unit. Therefore, 616 NRDWSF soil qualifies for clean closure without soil removal or further soil
sampling.

SITE SETTING AND BACKGROUND

The 616 NRDWSF is located in the 600 Area of the Hanford Facility. The 616 NRDWSF operated as a
final status treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) from 1986 until 1995 storing containerized,
nonradioactive dangerous waste. 616 NRDWSF operated under the conditions of the Hanford Facility
Dangerous Waste Permit Application, 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility
(DOE-RL 1999) and was included in the Hanford facility RCRA Permit (HF RCRA Permit), Part III,
Chapter 1. Unit operating conditions required documentation and cleanup of any dangerous waste spills.
During the period of operations, no documented dangerous waste spills occurred to dangerous waste
storage or loading area surfaces that could have reached soil.

Before beginning closure activities, the approved closure plan was revised. This revision made 616
NRDWSF closure more consistent with closures of other Hanford Facility container management units by
reducing the number of soil samples and by verifying clean closure of structures using visual inspections
instead of sampling. The revised plan was submitted to Washington State Department of Ecology
(Ecology) in May 1999 as a Class 3 Modification to the HF RCRA Permit for approval during
Modification E.

With Ecology concurrence (Ecology 1999), 616 NRDWSF closure activities began in May 2000 in
accordance with the revised closure plan and were completed in September 2000. Closure activities
included removal of waste handling equipment, decontamination of indoor and outdoor storage and
receiving area structures, and sampling of unit soil.

SAMPLING AND ANALYSES REQUIRED BY THE CLOSURE PLAN

One closure verification sample was required to be taken from surface soils of the french drain
(Figure 1, Detail 2). The sampling of french drain soils occurred August 10, 2000. Gravel was removed
from the bottom of the french drain to the gravel-soil interface to gain access to soils for sampling.
A description of the sampling activities is in a 616 NRDWSF closure log (field logbook).

The single soil sample was numbered 616S-3. Section 11.1.2.4 of the closure plan required the soil sample
to be analyzed for pH, volatile organic analytes (VOA), semi-volatile organic analytes (semi-VOA), RCRA
metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB), herbicides, pesticides, phosphorous pesticides, cyanide, total
organic halides (TOX), anions, phenols, and chrome VI. Specific target analytes and the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)-approved analytical method to be used were as agreed to
during closure plan negotiations and are shown in Table 11-1, Target Analytes and Detection Levels,
Appendix A, of the closure plan.
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The closure plan also required taking three, field-generated quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC)
samples, consisting of one trip blank, one equipment blank, and one field blank. Trip blank 616S-1 was
analyzed for VOAs. Equipment blank 616S-2 was analyzed for total metals. Field blank 616S-4 was
analyzed for VOAs and semi-VOAs. Narrative on field generated QA/QC sample results is provided to
facilitate evaluation of soil sample data. Data from field-generated QC samples are available on request.

Soil sample analyses were performed by Severn-Trent Analytical Laboratory, St. Louis, MO., and the
onsite Waste Sampling and Characterization Facility (WSCF). Sevem-Trent analyzed all field-generated
QA/QC samples. Sevem-Trent received all samples within temperature criteria and holding time.
Sevem-Trent case narrative cites some nonsignificant QC issues (e.g., matrix spike and duplicate
recoveries for semi-VOAs and metals). The WSCF analytical comment report identifies no
nonconformances or deviations in sample handling and receipt but reported a detection limit increase (from
25 micrograms/gram to 50 micrograms/gram) on diesel range analysis to account for low target and
surrogate compound recoveries. Common laboratory contaminants bis (2-ethyl-hexyl) phthalate and
dioctyl phthalate were detected in a WSCF laboratory blank. These laboratory QC issues do not
compromise the usability or reliability of these data in making RCRA closure decisions.

Sample information is retained under Sampling Authorization Form Number RIOO-060 (SMO 2000).
Copies of WSCF and Sevem-Trent Laboratory laboratory data sheets, laboratory narrative, and the data
validation report have been submitted to Ecology under separate cover.

LABORATORY ANALYTICAL DEVIATIONS

As described in the following sections, some substitutions of analytical methods occurred and some
analyses were omitted. This evaluation demonstrates that these deviations do not compromise the usability
or completeness of data for making RCRA closure decisions.

Laboratory Analytical Omissions

Some analyses specified by the closure plan were not performed on soil sample 616S-3. The analyses for
TPH (total petroleum hydrocarbons) and bis (2-ehtylhexyl) phosphoric acid (D2EHPA) identified in Table
11-1 of the closure plan were omitted. Analyses for TOX and Chrome VI identified in Section 11.1:2.4 of
closure plan text were omitted. Omission of these analyses is justified in the following paragraphs and the
data package will be considered complete without these analyses.

TPH analysis is a nonspecific analysis that identifies the presence of petroleum hydrocarbons.in all ranges.
Generally, where this analysis identifies the presence of petroleum hydrocarbons, further sampling to
identify specific hydrocarbons is indicated. However, analyses for all primary hydrocarbon ranges were
performed as a portion of the initial analysis. These analyses included 'oil and grease' (EPA 423.1;
Sevem-Trent; nondetect); diesel range hydrocarbons [Washington Total Petroleum Hydrocarbon (WTPH)
diesel; WSCF; nondetect]; gas range hydrocarbons (WTPH gas; WSCF; nondetect); and, kerosene range
hydrocarbons (EPA 8015M; Sevem-Trent; nondetected). Consequently, the TPH general analysis was not
necessary and the omission does not impact a clean closure decision.

D2EHPA is a slightly water soluble acid. No record exists of D2EHPA ever having been stored at
616 NRDWSF or of any spills to soil. In the unlikely event that this constituent ever existed at the unit and
was released to french drain soil, the constituent reasonably could not have existed in french drain soil to
the time of sampling. Any D2EHPA already would have been mobilized from the french drain soil by
natural precipitation that flowed freely from the outdoor loading pads to the french drain from 1995 to
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August 2000. Because D2EHPA reasonably cannot be expected to exist in unit soil at detectable levels,
the omission of analysis for D2EHPA is acceptable and does not impact a clean closure decision.

TOX analysis is used to identify organic halides containing chlorine, bromine, and iodine. Analyses for
VOAs and semi-VOAs were run that would target and report halogenated hydrocarbons including organic
halides. No halogenated hydrocarbons were detected in the soil sample. Therefore, the data provided by
TOX analysis are redundant and would not contribute toward making a clean closure decision.

Chrome VI analysis is used to differentiate chrome VI from other less toxic forms of chromium
(e.g., chrome III). All forms of chromium were quantified in the 'total' chrome concentration for sample
616S-3 shown on Table 1. In the unlikely event that all chrome in the total chrome analysis is chrome VI,
the concentration still would not exceed the Model Toxic Control Act (MTCA) health-based soil cleanup
level [Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-303-340] for chrome VI identified in Table 1.
Therefore, omission of this analysis does not prevent making a clean closure decision.

Laboratory Analytical Method Substitutions

Analytical methods required in the closure plan (Table 11-1) were used with the following exceptions.
Sevem-Trent reported analyzing herbicides using method 8151 instead of method 8150 and oil and grease
using method 9070 instead of method 413.1. Phosphate was analyzed using 365.1 instead of 365.4.
2-Butoxyethanol was analyzed using method 8270 instead of method 8015M. Because in all cases, the
substituted analytical method is an appropriate RCRA [SW-846 (EPA 1992)] method, these substitutions
are acceptable and analytical results obtained are useable in making a RCRA clean closure decision.

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS AND ANALYTE CONCENTRATION SCREENING
CRITERIA

The clean closure standard for soil is identified in the closure plan as the greater of an analyte's numeric
health-based cleanup level calculated using WAC 173-303-340 (MTCA) Method B formulas (or Method A
where appropriate) or natural background as established by Hanford Site background study
95/95 background thresholds (DOE/RL-92-24). Table I identifies the numeric clean closure level for each
detected analyte. MTCA health-based levels shown in Table I are from the MTCA Cleanup Levels and
Risk Calculations (CLARC II) (Ecology 1996). Because the unit is located well above groundwater and
because no documented spills occurred to soil that could threaten groundwater, protection of groundwater
was not a consideration in determining the appropriate MTCA Method B soil cleanup level. Criteria such
as EPA guidelines and data qualifiers were considered in evaluating analytical results.

SUMMARY OF DETECTED ANALYTES AND COMPARISON TO CLEAN CLOSURE
LEVELS

Table I identifies significant analyte detections in soil sample 616S-3 and compares the detected
concentration to the numeric MTCA health-based cleanup level and to the Hanford Site background
threshold if available. Table I also lists concentration qualifiers assigned during laboratory sample
analysis and/or during sample validation.

The analytical laboratories identified a target analyte as detected when the concentration exceeded the
laboratory method detection level (MDL) and/or the laboratory reporting limit (RL). The MDL is the
minimum concentration of a substance that can be measured and reported with 99% confidence that the
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analyte concentration is greater than zero. The RL is the concentration that the laboratory can, with
certainty, detect for any sample and is normally 3 to 10 times the MDL.

PCBs, herbicides, pesticides, phosphorous pesticides, cyanide, and phenols were not detected in the soil
sample and generally require no further discussion.

Organic Analyte Detections

Table I reports concentrations of acetone and tetrachloroethene (TCE) in soil sample 616S-3 at slightly
above detection levels. Both were detected at below their respective RLs and the results were J-qualified by
the laboratory as estimated values because of low concentrations. These are common laboratory chemicals
and, at these concentrations, most likely are the result of laboratory contamination. Table I shows that the
as-found concentrations are well below their respective MTCA Method B residential health-based cleanup
levels.

Inorganic Analyte Detections--Metals and Anions

Metals. Nickel, copper, zinc, chromium, manganese, strontium, vanadium, lead, and barium were detected
above RL and are listed in Table 1. All, except strontium, have established Hanford Site background
thresholds that were not exceeded and so require no further evaluation. Strontium has no background
threshold but was E-qualified and is well below the MTCA Method B cleanup level.

Arsenic, beryllium, cadmium, and mercury were reported at very low concentrations that exceeded MDL
but were less than RL. All these have MTCA cleanup levels but are not listed in Table I because the
highest RL is still below the lowest (most stringent) MTCA cleanup level.

Aluminum, calcium, titanium, magnesium, zirconium, cobalt, iron, lithium, potassium, sodium, and silicon
were detected above RL but are not listed in Table 1. None of these have MTCA health-based cleanup
levels. All have Hanford Site background thresholds, none of which were exceeded. In elemental form,
these are significant constituents of normal, noncontaminated soil and are not WAC 173-303 dangerous
waste constituents.

Anions. Nitrate, phosphate, and sulfate were detected and are listed in Table 1. All have Hanford sitewide
background threshold values, none of which were exceeded.

General Chemistry Detections

Total Organic Carbon (TOC). Table 1 identifies TOC detected at 1,120 parts per million. TOC analysis
is a nonspecific analysis for total carbon that is used to identify the need for further sampling for specific
organic analytes. TOC itself is not a WAC 173-303 dangerous waste constituent and has no MTCA
cleanup level. Comprehensive analysis for a broad suite of organic compounds was performed during
initial sample analysis with no detections.

TOC analysis reports all carbon, including simple bases, sugars, and chlorophyll from common
environmental sources such as plant and animal matter. The closure logbook notes that immediately before
sampling, a well established rodent's nest of vegetation that contained animal offal and debris was removed
from the french drain. This nest is a likely source for carbon-bearing constituents not related to complex,
organic dangerous waste compounds.

Total Phosphorous. Total phosphorous, Chemical Abstract Service (CAS) number 7723-14-0, was
reported at 644 parts per million. This is greater than the reporting limit shown in the closure plan
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(Table 11-1) of 10,000 parts per billion. However, phosphorous has no direct bearing on WAC 173-303
dangerous waste regulations and no basis exists for regulating in-situ site soil because of phosphorous.
Phosphorous is not a WAC 173-303 dangerous waste constituent. No MTCA cleanup level exists for
phosphorous. No formal Hanford Site background threshold exists for phosphorous. Phosphorous would
not cause soil to be regulated as a WAC 173-303 dangerous waste if removed for disposal.

Phosphorous can be found in several different forms under this CAS number: red, white, and amorphous.
Toxicity information for purposes of regulation as dangerous waste under WAC 173-303 exists in the
Registry of Toxic Effects for Chemical Substances (RTECS) only for phosphorous - white. However,
because the RTECS 'toxicity criteria' (LD50 Oral Rat) for phosphorous - white is so high (3,030,000 parts
per million), phosphorous has no WAC 173-303-100 'toxicity category' and so will not designate as
dangerous waste.

The soil sample was analyzed for phosphorous compounds without detection and was analyzed for
phosphorous pesticides to the degree required by the closure plan. Consequently, the total phosphorous
concentration likely does not signify the presence of other such compounds. However, other possible
sources of phosphorous in french drain soil could exist. Animal bones and teeth (i.e., from rodents that
nested in the french drain) are high in phosphorous (Hawleys 1993). Volcanic ash from recent and past
eruptions of Mount St. Helens and Mount Mazama can contain phosphorous oxides (P20 5) in the low
percent weight (.2%)(USGS 1991) and is deposited in surface and near-surface layers of Hanford Site soil.
If existing in french drain soil, such ash could be reported in a total phosphorous analysis in the very high

parts per million.

Field Quality Control Sample Results

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (hexone) and acetone were reported in trip blank 616S-1 and in field blank 616S-4.
Di-n-butyl phthalate was reported in field blank 616S-4. These analytes are common laboratory
contaminants that, except for acetone, were not detected in soil sample 616-3 and so are not identified in
Table 1. Phthalates at levels less than 100 parts per million are common laboratory contaminants. Hexone
is also a common laboratory chemical used in sample extraction processes and so reasonably can be
considered a laboratory artifact.

CONCLUSIONS

616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility Soil can be Clean Closed

The 616 NRDWSF soil sampling activity met closure plan requirements. Target analytes either were not
detected or were reported at or near laboratory reporting levels. All analyte concentrations were well below
the clean closure standard for 616 NRDWSF soil of Hanford Site background and/or MTCA Method B
residential, health-based cleanup levels, Because sample data demonstrate that 616 NRDWSF soil
contains no contamination above clean closure criteria, the unit soil qualifies for clean closure under the
provisions of the closure plan, Section II.K of the HF Permit, and WAC 173-303-6 10, without soil removal
or further soil sampling.

Sampling Activity Deviations Do Not Require Permit Modification

As described earlier in this evaluation, some substitutions of analytical methods occurred and some
analyses were omitted. This evaluation demonstrates that these deviations do not compromise the usability
or completeness of data for making RCRA closure decisions. In accordance with Section II.K.6 of the HF
RCRA Permit, deviations from a TSD unit closure plan that do not impact overall closure strategy but
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provide equivalent results will be documented in the TSD unit-specific operating record and made available
to Ecology upon request. Modification of the closure plan to reflect such deviations is not required.
Because the described deviations do not impact the 616 NRDWSF clean closure strategy and because the
soil sampling activity provided equivalent results, this data evaluation will be added to the 616 NRDWSF
TSD unit operating record and provided to Ecology. The closure plan is acceptable without modification
to include these deviations.

Fate of Containerized French Drain Gravel

Three 55-gallon (208-liter) drums containing gravel removed from the french drain currently are staged at
the site. The regulatory status of this gravel is determined by french drain soil sample 616S-3 that
demonstrates this soil is nonregulated. Based on 616S-3 analytical results, the gravel also will be
considered nonregulated and will be returned to the french drain.
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Table 1. Target Analvtes Detected in Soil Sample 616S-3.

Detected analyte MTCA"' method A & B

RL/ML HSB .leanUp levels

Name CAS No Conc. Qualifier >A>B
code"' >Carc >Tox

Volatile Organic Analvtes 5

Acetone 67-64-1 15.0 J 20/10 NA NAt NA 8,000
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 4.011 5.0/1.5 1 NA .5 19.6 1 800

GeneralChemistry6

TOC NA 1.120 NA 25/15.5 NA NA NA NA
Total Phosphorus 7723-14-0 644 INA 1100/68.0 No I No No I No

[nor anic Anates5

Barium 7440-39-3 72.3 NA 122.4/.09 175 1 NA NA 5,600
Chromium 7440-47-3 10.8 NA 11/.3 28.0 100 NA 400
Copper 7440-50-8 16.4 NA 2.8/.38 30.0 NA NA 2,960
Nickel 7440-02-0 10.8 NA 4.5/.86 25.0 NA NA 1,600
Strontium 7440-24-6 20.4 E 5.6/.06 NA NA NA 48.000
Manganese 7439-96-5 341 N 1.7/.06 583 NA NA 11.200
Vanadium 7440-62-2 60.2 E 5,6/,39 107 NA NA NA
Zinc 7440-66-6 191 N 2,2/.68 79 NA NA 24.000
Lead 7439-92-1 8.8 B 11.2/3.24 14.9 250 NA NA
Nitrate (anion) 14797-55-8 6.0 NA NA/80 208 NA NA 128,000
Sulfate (anion) 14808-79-8 26.8 NA NA/4.0 931 NA NA NA
Phosohate (anion) 1426-44-2 3.9 NA NA/1.2 12.1 NA N NA

MTCA Method
values.

(2 CAS = Chemic

A and B toxicity and carcinogenicitv soil cleanup levels and practical quantitation limit

al Abstract System.
(3) Concentration qualifiers: J = Estimated; B = Estimated result less than RL: N= spiked analyte recovery

is outside stated control limits; E=matrix interference.
* NA = not applicable.
' Concentrations in micrograms per kilogram (parts per billion).
( Concentrations in milligrams per kilogram (parts per million).

Carc
Conc.
HSB
RL/MDL
Tox

carcinogenicity
concentration
Hanford Site Background
reporting limit/method detection level
toxicity.
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Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

I. Portionofunit(e.g.,northloadingpad): Fttcr Loavb/itq 4 .CA
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): *tc. Caj . 'CItc A-r,~

NOTE: Avach photographs taken during visual inrpecilon.

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontaminationmethod (s): QAnL , A .A lc C s&rt .%
r~t~scL~A G~RSooa

4. Comments on decontamination (or WA): M(

(InitiaVdate)o l4 4 r9 0

5. Decontamination is complete. Date4&22 .. Time i3/& (Initial/date) s A /04 oj c

VISUAL VERIFCATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: J. Signature: . ntls:
noAw fe r I>

Assigning manager:

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: / /o b Time: 1 3f Initial I

8. Visual performance standsjd zqet for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(Initia/datc) X ./ b j. 4

9. Visualinspectioncomments(ifany): S em( s4yaL .4 . tocL p& A* C
ag-s rC Mi e . Mt.ar. rot GU., b-n SC

-a s e- a rt4 i, (Initia date) d4O / rffe("o

10. - Additional comments(if any): rA.C . -, 4 rt. -r .,. 1 4 -

Manager approval- 4 e -Date4 47

11. The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
.JC2 h IAn (Iitial/date)
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Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.
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(Initial/date) d% t / 1/ rY t
Manager approval - Date 7

11. The checkhis complete. Fonyard the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record
.. l $0 / 5O (nitiaVdatc)
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Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.
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6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name:)AA 5Nq 51 Signature Initials:

Assigning manager: /l/
Signature / Date

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: * -T. imeWne Nt Initial /4

8. Visual performance standird met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(Initia/date)4e5 / /4Llo

9. Visual inspection comments (if any): jane.

(Initial/date)_ QA±L 4 ,/

10. Additional comments (if any): )rr-.

Manager approval Date4! t! (InftiaIdate)1ea / i/a/c

11. The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
4n, ;11 fo (Initial/date)

4.
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Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned..
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(Initia~date) 40 1 /1 a B

9. Visual inspection comments (ifany): jcme.

(InitiaL/date) J-q / 1//e/a
10. ' Additional comments (if any): Ad,,.

Managerapproval .2 7 I;iti i/date)_-3' / 7//5/o

11. The checkl s, complete. Fonvard the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
4o. /-I 4 dl (Initiadate)



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

I. Portionofunit(e.g.,northloadingpad): 4-<AhIM& IAvrtA APb EAI'ffL.II A -A
2. Stncture/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): Ftc -. (

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection.

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontaminationmethod(s): J4t1. o t- It (An 80> § F T4

2 4rni~oox LltAAzet. - zkz )4P2, _ ____

____________(orNIA):(Initial/date I / 0

Comments on decontamination (or N/A):J/4.

___________________________________(lnitia1/date)J /c 9

5. Decontaminationis complete. Date: 0CS.pTime: /11 (Initial/date) /9 i io 00

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Narre:: liEF4A p Signature j Initials: -do

Assigning managmD /$

7. Visual inspectionof all (Step 1)locationsis complete. Date: 1frIrXime: L 33t lnitial-<*\ /

8. Visual performance standrd met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(I Jr,/dt / 9 tz/

9. Visual inspectioncomments(if any): MI4e. F oot : t'JS ?o-TC<Cl .LY Pg2Ao.?
14ctotA4Ia FLUib cz. 13 Snr . Moar LIKeL4 Mn34-c Ftim
*ifce S-RIMS NOe SrMB CeLo. &Mp NER w - (Initial/dateJ Lg&V e

EbLLA-t t-As -rtPic.A'-c( ,rova6.
10. Additional comments (if any):

Manager approval . ate 74&fL

11. The checkli if complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
+)ot /- 0#4(Irutial/date)



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

I. Portionofunit(e.g.,northloadingpad): CliN 4  tA
2. Structure/component descriptionsterial (e.g, coated concrete floor): ScQoe * < AC-3S TY2L 1 4 ,

NOTE: Attachphotographs taken during visual Impection

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontaminationmethod(s): W -.SIr /a-, $4ARl 9Q 0r-AC ItC&tJA.

/T-- Itto& CL t.AM T- r- V\S ZS et -3 4 /%2

4.

_(lnitial/daleod /0oo

Comments on decontamination (or N/A): A/

(aIniia/dte) 3M /094 o./66

5. Decontaminationiscomplete. Date:M 9L Time: 1q0t (InitisVdate) /0 16

VISUALVERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: g A:i t ftI Signature- Initials: "

Assigning manager: / rie
Sigture'/

7. Visual inspection offal) (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: l/3i Time: )35 initial .4eu

8. Visual performance standpgrd Met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).

9. Visual inspection comments (if any): M oa ft.aot VTA't45 Po-r ttt FWtaM
r'fPRAJLc FLUt, OR. SA'Ir R? %c-b. MoaT 'WCet $VAA.Aci F\.,
-C5(cc STA(MS AKW srM. C-o'Lt, AJ') tJfl-- (Cnitiadate) tL/L!.4-1, .
iW&.e, NAe t%-.F-r W " rvce .t S-t:d - .

10. Additional comments (if any): NO,e

lb
C

- - _ __ (InitiaLdate)_a / S/ta/.

Manager approval Date 7 3 n

I t. T checkli t i complete. Fcrward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.

/I e



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

1. Portion ofunit (e.g.,north loading pad): L Pr A. ) A
2. Structurelcomponent description/material (eg, coated concrete floor):

NOTE: Attachphotographs taken during visual inspeclfon

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontamination method (a): I )ATE2 j r AM0W - Ac; I

TR-/ ob A A OJSAASTA A-4 s/r .2a4- V

R-.n . .-. -
'Im tA-..fDA/C/ T/

h ,1/Fd-rAA/'7-

Commentsodecontami:(Initialdate) / o

Comments on decontamination (or N/A): A/________________________

___________________________________________(Initia/date)JkA /09 o,/

5. Decomaminationiscomplete. Date:a"9 Time: 090

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

(Initial/date).iM /07

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: A ~ ffSignature. Initials: t 3

Assigningmanager
Signatth .1 at

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete, Date: kit 0 Time: Dq0 InitialN /

8. Visual performance standad met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(Initial/dato) ,6A/9No

9. Visual inspection comments (if any): e .

(Initial/date) "W / wito

10. Additional comments (if any): wae--e a.A-2 trt- -

Managerapproval

I). The checkli ispomplete. Fonvard the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.

4.



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one chelist for each area cleaned.

1. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): FLM . I 
2: Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): nt" WS H TewaTf r

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection.

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decentamitnation method (s): t kJ AC7C -J4A& t jos-ActO I's I tt e TA 7

ATM1,J20OZAS'

(lnitial/dateComet /n d // r

Comments on decontamination (or N/A): $4.

(lnital/date)zWA O/6' n6

5. Decontaminationis complete. Date: 09 /If Time: O92O (nitiat/date).J. 1 /

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: t AL/ SAA ? Signature: initials: _5

Assigiing manager:CT)d9
Signalure 1 0 ' 171

7. Visual inspection ofall (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: / l'0VTime: /o zc initial JtI /

8. Visual perfornance stand d et for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(initiAldat.) aM/AM

9. Visualinspectioncomments(ifany): Toa Y'4

4cr 4 4 we w 9e ozr. G 4o (Iitial/dateydC / 9 on

10. Additional comments (if any):

_____________________________________________(Initial/date) /

Manager approval ... Dal, e. A/

11. The checklist s complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
.J. . -1.1. (.. (.Initial/date)



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

1. Pottion of unit (eg., north loading pad): & ) Lrus 8 - -
2- Structure/componentdescription/materia (eg.,coatedconcretefloor): fcdo, Lkr.K-.4C TJ5ea/6-a, e47 1

NOT E: Auoch photographs taken during visual inspection.

DECONTAMINATION

3. Deccntaminationmethod (s): XO\2r7EIz , J A tJQ?4 -c0 ti j l5,rJFrCT4^i~)

ierccimCaxtrz ,i4s bS oS4;/6 r

4. Coznents on decontamination (or N/A): ,11A

____________________________________________________(1nitia/date)4 .j /o 4 i/
5. Decontamination is complete. Date: Q fime: /'/ s (Initia/date} 1J I / o e a

VISUAL VERiFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name:-OW DL % PJ466Z4 Signature Initials: 16

Assigning manage zqr
Signiature Z Dat

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: 4Iej Tim: 134o Initial /tL.

8. Visual performance standprd bet far all (Step ) locations (no obvious visual sips of potential cotamination).
(lnitialdate) %A ffJls±O

9. Visual inspection comments (if any): 5 h & recs g4. dc eLa e a

________________________________________(Tniia/date)
4 ' / ?

10. Additional comments (if any): U Asr -

____________________________________(Initial/date) -o./ ' If
Manager approval Date 7/30

11. The checklist is complete, Fonvard the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
. 1ervi / Afo(Wntial/date)



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

1 Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): O / tIL-C
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated coacj rL0- u <. f7EAC, C4-4s7rnC,

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection.

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontamination method (s): NAT i.4JAu N.N-A b. 4-TaAJr

DAA DOOs 

1

4.
(Initial/date)-St / 09). (./ofComments on decontamination (or N/A): l (A

(lnitial/date) ?SA0 /og/4"r)

5. Decontamination is complete. Datc029/V Ce Time: J//p0 (Initial/date) 04 / e t/o0 a

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: -Je- Mi eS/ Signature: Initials: z
117~Z D5Z

Assigning manager: _
Signature / Date

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: 21JTjime: IO VL nitial. k% / N oja0

8. Visual perfornance standprd met for alt (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(Initial/date) .L f lkt!/93A o

9. Visual inspection comments (if any): k 4 .

(In3itiaw/ae) 4-W' / !L (of oa

10. Additional comments (if any): _____,

Manager approval 3 L. Dq6D t 4L (InitiaJ/date) 4att /

11. The check i; complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
sg ~~ l' e1( Wiildate)



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

1. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): A.4 S.TIC-
2. Stncture/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): -l&TiC/d i- rt.. 2 ,6, rP#C,

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during vsual inspection

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontamination method (s): cTZ, b Q )6M A ) t F-'

Th-rT H t s . Q L r ME sL, O t S bS a t%
______________________________________ nitiv/dstc)J? /O~ to

4. Comments on decontamination (or N/A): '/A-

__________________________________________________(lnitiav/date)Q .A / C it1

5. Decontamination is complete. Date:09 Time: /9/0 (1itiaI/date)J /? oq/ crc

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: JE Mirck4etU Signature Initials:

Assigning manager;: '"C
Signature Date

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: 3,A &Tirue: .i ' Initia& . wn../

8. Visual perfornance standard met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(Initial/date) -",w / I/ 1 &1&0o

9. Visual inspection comments (if any : c

________________________________________(lnitial/date)41' / &o

10. - Additional comments (if any): N- " .

(Initial/date) / If ( eon

Manager approval I , Date 7

11. 'rhe checkli tI; complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
J24, /14 {(Initial/date)



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage

Facility Closure Activities

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned.

I. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): A- i- e4ut
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): FLOc CU t 7 C1-t &!x-jg

NOTE; Aftach photographs taken during visual inspection.

DECONTAMINATION

3. Decontamination method (s): \-rwiE . / Q 1 JtA S C L L) /,j FtCerA Nr

TAT OcYW\ C/L tAQrc C &A'-' bwse4

(Initil/date) J / A

4. Comments on decontamination (or N/A):

(Ntial/date) JP / 09

5. Decontamination is complete. Date: O OTime: J3 ZO (Initial/date) jA / t

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS

6. Assigned visual inspector(s):

Name: Dig ir . Signature urej . Initials

Assigning manager; .
Sigolure Date

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date fia(ebo Time: .f3. Isdtia i / .

8. Visual performance stand d met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination).
(Initial/nptio /et (f a

9. Visual inspection comments (if an),): Onw .

(Initialdate) -J4dk / (6ol

10. . Additional comments (if any)

_ (Initiadate) 4" / t L1&oo
t

Manager approval Date

it. The checklist is complete. Fonvard the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record.
4 1/.34c2frL(nitial/date)

. .

. .



Name

616 PROJECT MEETING
Project Managers Meeting

2704HV/Rm. G229/600 Area
Hanford, Washington

July 26, 2001

Attendance List

Organization Phone Number MSIN

OL LA-2pKDr-L1

PO L Va- F 04.$ -s 4 y 5WA-r'
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