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be satisfied. Some of the issues raised by this overlap of regulatory programs are described
below:

» Liquid effluent disposed under a WAC 173-216 permit (Washington State regulation
used to per it liquid discharges to surface d/or ground water) may affect ground wat
quality or movement in a manner at is incompatible with CERCLA remediation
« jectives. For example, the 200 Areas ETF (Project C-018H) will dispose treated waste
containing tritiated effluent to a proposed State-Approved Land Disposal Site and, as a
result, there will be a new tritium lume contaminating the unconfined aquifer.

« RCRA "derived-from" and "mixture" rules for listed waste as administered by Ecology
under WAC 173-303 could result in additional regulatory requirements for CERCLA
cleanup actions. This wo1 1 delay the start of remediation efforts if substantive
requirements of RCRA are imposed.

Effective and expedient implementation of ground water remediation depends on clarification
and resolution of potentially conflicting regulatory issues.

2.7 C} CLAM NITORING NETW RK

Existing Hanford Site monitoring networks were not designed to meet the needs « the environ-
mental restoration mission. RCRA and operational monitoring networks, and CERCLA ground
water investigations are typically designe to evaluate ground water conditions at in« /idual
facilities or in a limited geographic area. Impleme: ng multiple, concurrent ground water
remediation efforts will affect large areas and impact many of the localized networks,
significantly reducing their effectiveness.

To support the refocused environmental restoration program, it is recommended that a CERCLA
monitoring network be developed based mostly on existing wells that address the following:

The effectiveness of RAs

The movement of plumes

Early notification of increasing contamination

Compliance with selected standards in areas away from the plumes.

el

RCRA-related and other ground water monitoring programs would not be compromised.
Coordination of ground water data collection among the systems is required to maintain an
efi ent, cost-effective operation.

To better align with the regulatory framework of remediation, the CERCLA network should
consist of four categories of monitoring wells:
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WAC 173-200, "Water Quality Standards for Ground Waters of the State of Washington,"
Washington Administrative Code, as amended.

WAC 173-216, "State Waste Discha : Permit Program," ashington Iministrative Code,
amende

WAC 173-303, "Dangerous Waste Regulations," Washington Admii  ‘rative Code, as amended.

Woodruff, R. K., and R. W. Hanff, 1993, Hanford Site Environmental Report for Calendar Year
1992, PNL-8148, Pacific Nc iwest Laboratory, Ri  and, Washingt

6-4






DOE/RL-94-95
Rev. 0

App-ii












DOE/RL-94-95
Rev. 0

App-4






DOl L-94-95
Rev.0

Distr-2





