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ERSDF-8 Comments were requested of both EPA and Ecology on the annotated
Pam Innis outline which covers application of CAMU to the ERSDF. OPEN
Rich Hibbard 6/8/93.

ERSDF-10 Removal and treatment of contaminated soils and solid waste is a
Moses Jaraysi planned option for remediation of source operable units. It may be

necessary/optimal to locate treatment facilities outside of source
operable unit boundaries. Determine the permitting requirements for
this situation. Open 6/8/93.

2. ACTION ITEMS ASSIGNED AT THIS MEETING:

ERSDF-12 Prepare and submit for discussion a listing of proposed documents to
Merl Lauterbach assist is guiding project work scope. OPEN 6/8/93.

ERSDF-13 Be prepared to discuss the proposed EPA parallel document process at
Pam Innis the 6/22/93 meeting. This should include an explanation of the need

for a CERCLA ROD and what documentation if any will satisfy the
RI/FS requirements. OPEN 6/8/93.

ERSDF-14 Ecology requested a presentation from the 100 Area treatability test
Merl Lauterbach group of new tests needed. This should occur after the results of the

modeling exercise are complete. OPEN 6/8/93.

3. AGREEMENTS:

/

• USDOE will proceed as if Ecology has already received HSWA authority and
will develop a SEPA checklist for this project.



4. AGENDA ITEMS:

• USDOE reviewed last months activities for the benefit of Rich Hibbard.
Particular emphasis was placed on the fourteen original and two additional
trench design cases.

• The need for SEPA was discussed. In order to ensure that State concerns
were addressed A SEPA checklist will be prepared for the permit modification
(see agreement above).

• Three regulatory mechanisms for approving treatment facilities were discussed.
They were CERCLA ROD driven, CAMU Permit driven, and RCRA
permitted treatment facility. Each of these options has distinct pros and cons
including limiting the types of waste available for treatment.

U^
^ • Rich Hibbard described a meeting he held with Mary Getchell (Ecology)

concerning public involvement. He explained that the at the Project Managers
meeting in May USDOE agreed to submit a public involvement plan with the
package (permit modification application?).

sr-
• Ecology agreed to submit comments on the siting study and site

characterization later this week.

• USDOE handed out a summary of modeling assumptions to be reviewed prior
to the May 16 meeting at USGS.

• The ecology survey was discussed. USDOE stated that it was 60% complete
and that Loggerhead Shripe and Swanson Hawk were located on the proposed
site. They also stated that the rad survey will be delayed until birds are
finished nesting (early July).

5. AGENDA FOR JUNE 22:

• Presentation and discussion on proposed documents.

• Discussion of dual pathway for RI/FS.

• Clarification of EPA and Ecology comments on Siting Study and Site
Characterization Plan.

• Permitting treatment facilities.

• Creation of list of other technical requirements (e.g., frequency of designation
required for disposal).
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