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Terms

action memorandum
applicable or relevant and  propric requirement

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act of 1980

calendar year

U.S. Department of Energy

deep vadose

W @ on! en 1
engineering evalu.  n/cost analysis

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Effluent Treatment Facility

fiscal year

gallons per minute

maximum contaminant level

National Contingency Plan

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
non-time-critical removal action

operable unit

pump and treat

remov action objective

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976
Record bof Decision

to be considered

Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order
DOE, EPA, and Ecology
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10 Recommendations

This AM documents the intent to implement the selected removal action (Alternative 3) for P&T of the
contaminated perched water in the 200-DV-1 OU. This decision document is developed in accordance
with CERCLA, as amended by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986, and is
consistent with the NCP (40 CFR 300). The conditions of the perched water meet the criteria specified
in 40 CFR 300.415(b)(2) of the NCP. The decision is 1ised on the Administrative Recc  for the
removal action.

The recommended removal action alternative identified in the EE/CA (DOE/RL-2013-37) is

Alternative 3, extraction of the perched water and treatment at the 200 West P&T. This alternative has
been selected for implementation because it best meets the proposed RAOs regarding lo  -term risk,
minimizes short-term worker risk and radiation exposure, ‘ovides a cost-effecti approach, and

prov s a safe and stable configuration that is environmentally sound. DOE also considers Alt  itive 3
to be consistent with and a contributor to the efficient ‘orman >f Hanford Site Ic  term lial
actions. Furthermore, this alternative promotes protection of ecological resources and restoration of the
environment, consistent with goals identified in the Tri-Party Agreement (Ecology et al., 1989a).

At the completion of the NTCRA, a completion report will be issued that provides summary
information, including volume and concentration of perched water extracted, treatment results, and
200-BP-5 Groundwater OU monitoring data.
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as low as reasonably achievable

as low as reasonably achievable control technology

applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement

best available control technology

bestavaila  radionuclide control te nology

National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
non-time-critical removal action

ope

reasonably available control techni gy

best available control technology for toxics

to be considered

A-iii



VOE/RL-2014-34, DRAFT A
MAY 2014

Th »agei 1tionally left blank.

A-iv


































A W N -

- O O =] ~ O\

—_—

13
14

DOE/RL-2014-34, DRA. . A
MAY 2014

WAC 173-460, “Controls for New Sources of Toxic Air Pollutants.” Washington Administrative Code,
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WAC 173-460-060, “Control Technology Requirements.”
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Administrative Code. Olvmpia. Washineton. Available at:
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WAC 173-480-070, “Emission Monitoring and Compliance Procedures.”
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Terms

applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980

U.S.I | rtment of Energy

deep vadose

Washington State Department of Ecology

el eering evaluation/cost analysis

U.S. Environmental Pr  tion Agency
Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility
effluent treatm  plant

land disposal restriction

maximum contaminant level

Model Toxics Control Act

non-time-critical removal action

Oregon Department of Energy

operable unit

pump and treat

removal action objective

remedial investigation/feasibility study
Record of Decision

to be considered

Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order

Yakama Nation
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B Responsiveness Summary

The purpose of this responsiveness summary is to document the public comments and the
U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE’s) responses on the Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for
Perched Water Pumping/Pore Water Extraction (DOE/RL-2013-37).

The engineering evaluation/cost analysis (EE/CA) (DOE/RL-2013-37) was provided for public
comment on February 3, 2014. The DOE announced the issuance of the EE/CA in the Tri-City Herald
and sent a notice to a] oximately 1,500 people on an electronic distribution list. A 30-day public
comment period was held to give the public the opportunity to read, review and submit comments on the
EE/CA. The document evaluates the continued extraction of contaminated perched water (above t
unconfined aquifer) from the 200-DV-1 (deep vadose [DV] zone) Operating Unit (( . These act S
are conducted under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act

of 1980 (CERCLA).

B Public Involvement

A newspaper advertisement was placed in the Tri-City Herald on February 3, 2014, announcing the
availability of the 3/CA (DOE/RL-2013-37) and the start of the public comment period. Approxir ely
1,500 copies of a fact sheet describing the EE/CA were mailed or sent electronically. A public comment
period was held from February 3 through March 3, 2014. No requests were received for a public meeting,
and as a result no public meeting was held.

B2 Comments and Responses

The Oregon Department of Energy (ODOE), Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology), and the
Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation provided written comments during the public
comment period (see Tables B-1, B-2 and B-3, re :ctively).
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Page 6-1, Table A-2, Rationale for Use:

“Emission Monitoring and compliance”

Comment: What is the rationale for this one?

Response: The rationale will be added to this regulation.
. AR = applicable orr vant and appropriate requirement LDR = land disposal restriction
CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, MCL = maximum contamina evel
and Liability Act of 1980 MTCA = Model Toxics Control Act
DOE = U.S. Department of Energy NTCRA = non-time-criticalrer 1 action
Ecology = Washington State Department of Ecology ou = operable unit
EE/CA = engineering evaluation/cost analysis P&T = pump and treat
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency TBC = 1o be considered
ERDF = Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility Tri-Party
ETF = Effluent Treatment Facility Agreement= Hanford Federal Fac vy Agreement and Consent Order
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