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Grmcdngs too, Dayo Einon:

As you are aware Lzasxr and I are in the prwcn uff vujiug vii t'caic for The Yakania lndian
Nation under an internship program.

Comments have been made for the first t;'mc and are still new, so please understand.

Your response would be beneficial in helping us throughout the commenting period.

Respetftilly,

Post Office b~ox t5 i, Pont Road, Toppenish, WA 98948 CSCQ) &85-31 2)
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INTRODUCTION

A record of Decision ROD) was, issued date xx/'xx/xxxx, fur, LIjcstiedii of wastc sites in the
300-F?- I Operable unit (OUQ in the 300 Area of the Hanford Site. The selected remedy for 300-
VP-i & 300-FP-5 includes Selective Excavation and Disposal of contaminated soil and debris
[wht ln! fcnminatd soil and what kinqoLydebrJ?J from the process waste nnitc,
Excavation and Removal of Burial Ground 618-4, & Institutional Control,, for Qrgjdwkt jthe
InsI~tutional controInlige what?] JThis mittgation acrion plan explains how cultural
resources wIll be managed and how reves.etailon for these reme'diol activities will be planned.
(Who will be Involved with the actu~al mitigatlon part for revcgetatlon, it It so happens to be
a culturally significat floral rcsourco?]

Actiums ivquiwed by thc ROD will result in the disturbanw. of axeas of recovering vegetation,
This plan presents a strategy for limiting these disturbances and identifies an opportunity for
revegeating the 618-4 site to native species.fthese natfvesneMie5 Inglude what - h at ld the
j= re.dgminnrtlvenntaln?) The 300-FE-i OU is beinig planined for continued nufalld

use as identified in the Proposed Plan (DOE-RL 1995 a). The 300) A=e and sur-rounding land has
also been idexitifled by die; Furui'c Sitc Uses Working Group (19942) for Industrial and
Research/Office use and development. However, the northern piul of the 300-FP-l OU has been
proposed as a Resource of Concern by the Draft Biological Resources Managemenit Plan
(BRMAP) (T)OFRL 1996).

2.0 RACKOROUJND

This wetion describes the cultural and natural reiources Pt the w. ie and nearby support
areas that arm expected to be affectedi.

2.1 Project Area

This project involves the rcmediation of the following waste sites*:

waste sita description flpprrxirnate size (acres)

618-1 burial grouind 3

process trerchcs and process proe.sk wmrir di.Tposal 2
treches spoils ________

iiorth process pond process water disposal 7

south process pond process water disposal 8

landfills I a, I b,& I d burial grounds 5
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*The foI(Qwir8 WIMSIM I Sttaihe 3(X-!1-]! OU auc cpice w tja vkia.l Ud on itic At ditar will b aaiplcd twpr of final
venificadon stmpJhn. Hawar. these. sius may b: recountoumd "fl teCtaCW~J as pu of flnel restorat-Ion activlrles. Thma sitts am
theC SSfltwry saa ayotl snd uvrcthc wri hc w~h pits and illsr b6.okwach wai. L'd IsnJIfI It.

rdeflilV9n 9f R1 datn. lso, where dop thl; uda nje from? How mUch w1U the aren be
rewogore and regetated ?

The 61 8-5 burial ground is not included in the ROD, and will be addressed as part of the: 300-FF.
2CU remnediation. All operationts, transporlation, and material handling facilities are currently
planned to occur in previou~ly disrurbed i ireas, stich as the soil borrow are south of the 618-4
burial grud Teeo rtosIcue l

2.2 Cultural resources

2.3 Natural resources

Small areas dominated by native plant specites exist within the 300.FP1 OU boundary, mainly in
the vicinity of and including the 618-4 burial ground, Currently the 6 18-4 burial ground has a
recovering mid-serial community of shnih, perennial grass. annual grass species with fair quality
habitat on sandy soils [definition of W~r ggaltyJ. The habitat in this area has been proposed as a
Level 111 resource of concern by the Draft BRMA? (DQE-RL 1996, in review), Lovcl ITT
biological resources are of concern because of their state listing; potential for federal or state
listing; unique or significant value for plant, fish, or wildlife species;, special administrative
designation; or envirnmental senriitiviry. The r-eason for Level III designatin in the vicinity of
the: 618-4 burial ground is the presence of shnib-steppe vegetation. The general area has been
identified as habitat for Cuolumnbiu yulluwciess. a nearby riparian species of conccrn, which does
not reside in the arid soils adjacent to the wastes in 300-FF-1.

The Draft BR.MAP does not identify a resource level of concern for the southern portion of 300-
F17-1 OU because of the disturbance and relative lack of vegetation. Tht Process Trenches, North
Precess Porrd, and South Process Pond hav, a cobble suirface. thAt ir, eFM-r.ily bar of vegetation.
but with some white and/or yellow sweet clover within the cobble. The sitc perimceer of the
Prociess T1renches, North Precess ?ond, South Process Fond, and tlic h~udfllhs Ia, lb, & Id hAye a
cover of predominately cheaigrass and rabbitbrush.

The proposed material handling facility south of the 618-4 burial ground has poorly established
Siberian and thiekspike wheatgrass. This particular area has been excavated to providei
iadlologically clean soils ovcr tho 618-2 and 618 3 burial grounds. West of the borrow area lies
an intact sagebrush community with perennial grass species within the understory. This
community, however, is a waste site in the 300-1-k'-2 OU, designated as the Aluminum Recycling
Handling area. and is radilologically posted as a soil contamination area.
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3.0 Mitigation actions

Mitigati on ref'ers tu t, bcie uf VLioIjtized actions designcd to minimize or lessonl potential project
impacts on cultural or natural resources. The first choice of mitigation is to avoid the impact
entlrely~for instance, the project can be moved away from significant habitat or cultural
resources. Mitigation mayi~1 n invnive minimizing the impact, rectify~ing the Impact afterwards..
an/or compentsatling for significant impacts. These midtigation actions have been developed
following direction in the 300-lFF- I Prupuzm ew u (DOE:-RL 1 995a) that thQ fu~turo land us* will
be industrial.

3.1 Cultural reeourca mitigation

3.2 Natural Resource mitigation

* Ecological surveys will be performed in project areas, before activities begin, to identify
and avoid species and habitats of concern ( Can the surveys that are done he
zLuoxitared?]

* New rc'add and supput £~L aJitics will be limited to oisting disturbed a=3~

* Prudent fire controil practices will be exercised whilc 1Iuiuiuii11iui1 U10e vegtation
disturbances for firebreaks (especially in years with heavy grow 'ths; of cheatgrass and othier
weeds that could rapidly carry wildfire to areas with sagebrush).' Plant communities
dominated by perennial grasses and shzvlhi Am mnre rmisfsant to wildfire than areas
dominated by annuals such as turnbleweed and cheatgass

* any needed backfill maeials should come preferentially from excavated backfill, existing
spoils piles, ash piles, and lastly from current brrow sites [The~ actal lucttlluii urthese
backfll. and piles, where would they be comialg from)

*Where cutrrently vegetated areas must be removed (for example, on Landfills 1 a, I b, and
id), the topsoil (0.2S-0.5 m depth) will be stockpiled, with the associated vegetation, and
reused for tho topsoil during site restoration. Before rouse, it will be surveyed to ensure
any residual contaminants are below cleanup levels

The following site -specific mitigation measures will be undertaken.

* Before the 618-4 bu~rial ground is to be exhumed, 15-20 bitzerbrush growing on ares to
be disturbed will be transplanted beyond the east perimeter of the burial ground along the
current dirn road. [When trangplantation hats not occurred R(rnrdtng to plan sand the
bitterbrusb dies, will they itil be transplanted any way?] Because this area has
cultural Sensitivity, the holes to be dug for transplants will ye monitred duinng
excavation. If cultural concerns arise for this area, alternate sites may also be limited by
the possibility of inadvertently'moving contamination with the soilI surrounding the roots.
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This action should be done in fall or w inter after the seasonal precipitation has begun and the
should are moist. Additional water will be added to the planting holes to settle the soil and ensure
adequate moisture. 71c transplanting will depend on the depth of cover and likelihood of
reaching contamination while removing the plants. The success of the effort will be monitored for
five years using a control areas to evaluate variables such a the height of the transplanted shrub
vetsus survivability, and a rrcport prcparcd at tho end of the mcnitoring period. [How fuar will the
control area be from the actual site?]

Other native plant species that will be lost from site restoration activities can be offered to
other groups for transplanting [Define other groups.] However, efforts must be made to
ensure contarninants potcntially re-.r thim ront-, nf these plants are not also reused, and that
workers are protected -while collectinigplants on the unrernediated waste site.

* Clean topsoil (0.25 - 0.5 mi depth) form the 618-4 burial ground will be stockpiled with
associated vegetation near the project operational area and reused for the Lwpsuil ut aic:
end of the 618-4 rernedlation projctt[WiII this topsoil also be monitored?]

* The area disturbed for the material handling area will be limited to the minimum size
necessary. When the area is no longer needed for support facilities, it will be replanted
with native, pcrcnnial species if available or with non native crested and/or Siberian
wheatgrass for stabilization.

3.3 Site Restoration

The aimn of site restoration is to stabilize the sites., preferably with a perennial grass community
that will prevent soil erosion and provide limited habitat within an industrial-use scenario.
Disturbed gress suirrounding each remediated waste site will also require rovegetatlon.

3.3.1 Eackfill

Soveral sourea of backfill exist. The order of preference is to (1) stockpile and reuse clean soil
from the rernedlated site( the stockpiled soils may need to be covered with a crusting agent or
crimped straw for interim dust control), (-) usc backfill ftom nearby mounds left over from elirlicr
facility construction, (3) use nearby ash piles. and(4) use materials from an existing borrow area.
New borrow area~s will not be created. Backfill removal that involves disturbing overburden ir
topsoil will need mn excavation permit. The amount of backfill required will depend on the finatl
contour of each of the sites, and the. revegetatlon goals for each site.

3.3.2 Final Contour

Current and past topographic maps of the area indicate that the 013 had a rolling terrain before
Hanford activities began. The area will be returned to a similar rolling topography by the
conclusion of remedial stnd restorsticyn activitip.r.[What prneedures wIli be used In restoring the
topography, IE; heavy equipment, etc?)
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(There Is no mention of thc depthi of the vadose zone and how, Its been affected.

Also, the actuui cuntauzJmint lev'els Iu cach area and their maximum conicentraiiton havo rnot
been mlentioned.

Are there any monitoring methods of any other biological significance, such as vertebrates
and Invertebrates?)

3.3.3 Ravegetation

3.3.4 Weed Control

3.4 Other Mitigation Actions

3.4.1 Air Quality

3.4.2 Noise

3.4.3 Emergency Preparcdness,

3.4.4 Worke.r and Public Proteccion

3.4.5 Traffic Planning

3.4.6 Surface Water Management

.4.7 Reuse of Onsite Resources


