STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

Mail Stop PV-11 e Qlympia, Washington 98504-8711 e (206) 4596000

January 21, 1993

CCRRE:
Mr. Eric Goller CéﬁgggFNCE

US Departi it of Energy
P.0. Box 550 A6-95
Richland, WA 99352-0550

I 1ir Mr. Goller:
Re: 100 Area Soil Washing Treatability Test

Enclosed are Ecology’s comments on the Treatability Test. The comments
submitted earlier on the DOW also apply.

If you have any questions, please call me at (206) 493-9367.

Sincerely, ./aq
."/’ ’ J /2 ’ ,% gy /
y (,VV<///3/1J /,,,//C;

Richard B. Hibbard, P.E.
Hanford Project
Nuclear and Mixed Waste Management Program
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cc: Beckey Austin, ....C
Julie Erickson, USDOE
Dennis Faulk, EPA
Larry Goldstein, Ecology
Jeff Phillips, Ecology
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100 Area Soil

Washing Treatability Test
Page 2 '

January 21, 1993

Recommendation: Due to the uncertainty associated with radionuclide cleanup
levels, Ecology recommends the most conservative levels be selected for this
treatability test performance levels (i.e., 4 mrem/yr).

Table 1-1 ™a "0:

Comment : The *H molecule has been identified as a soil contaminant of
concern in the 116-D-1B trench. It is my understanding that *H is found in
either a liquid or vapor state. If this is true, why is ®H a soil contaminant
of concern?

Recommendation: Clarification of the chemicals of concern would strengthen
this section. :

Table 1-2. Page 12:

Comment: See comment on Table 1-1 above.

Section 2.1, Page 13:

Deficiency: The objective of this treatability test is incorrect. Section
5.1.1 of (EPA 1988) states that "Treatability studies are conducted primarily
to achieve the following: e Provide sufficient data to allow treatment
alternative: » be fully developed and evaluated during the detailed analysis
and to supp! the r :dial design of a selected alternative e Reduce cost
and performance uncertainties for treatment alternatives to acceptable levels
so that a remedy can be selected". A cost-benefit analysis is not necessary
to determine the effectiveness of this treatability test.

Recommendation: Revise the objective of this test to be consistent with
CERCLA.
Se¢t: £ 7 T 7
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Deficiency: At what point will the detailed test plan be made availab&e for
regulatory review?

Recommendation: State the target date this report including SAP will be made
available for regulatory review.

Section 7.1 P: "

Deficiency: Any waste generated out side the Area of Contamination may not be
returned to the Area of Contamination and managed in accordance with EII 4.3,
All waste generated by leaving the Area of Contamination must be managed in
accordance with EII 4.2. '
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