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Attachment #3
Agenda

Unit M: 1ge s Meeting: 100 Aggregate Ar /100 Area Operable Units
Fe uary 16, 1995
100 Area Ger 'al scussiol
1:30 - 2: , 100-DR - J. Woolard

* Action tem Status
* Update Status

2:00 - 2:15, 100-BC - B. Day
* Action em Status

* Update Status
* 100-BC-5 - Groundwater Status

|
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. Biggerstaff
2:15 - 2:30, 100-KR - A. Krug
* Action Item Status

* ydate Status
* 100-KR-.. - Groundwater Status

1
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. Biggerstaff
2:30 - 2:45, 100-FR - A. Krug

* Action Item Status
* ydate Status
* 100-FR-3 - Groundwater Status

|
[

. Big 'rstaff
2:45 - 3:00, 100-HR - C. Hedel
* Action Item Status

* Update Status
* 100-HR-3 - Groundwater Status

I
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. Biggerstaff










#5/Page 2 of 12

Treatability Studies

S¢ ' . Washing

During this reporting period, the soil washing shakedown test was completed on
Friday, January 6th. Shakedown testing consisted of acceptance testing of
electrical and mechanical systems and intro icing clean soils in the system.
On January 9th, contaminated soils were excavated from the 116-D1-B trench ar
then introduced in the soi washing system. On January 12th, 100 tons of
contaminated soils were treated resulting concentrating contaminants in 15
tons of fine soil particles. On-site and off-site laboratory analysis is
ongoing. Results are scheduled to be received during the first week of March
1995.

118-B-1 Excavation Treatability Study

During this reporting period, Test Pit 3 was closed on January 6th. Waste
materials mainly comprised of hard waste (about 10 percent) derived from
reactor demolition activities. Excavation of Test Pit 4 was initiated on
January 13. This excavation yielded no waste materials. Excavation in the
north east corner yielded the same results. It was apparent that these
trenches may have been excavated in the past. Historical records indicated
that the western third of these trenches was excavated in 1957 for the purpose
of retrieving buried materials. Excavation of Test Pit 4 continued by
shifting excavation south of initial pit 4 excavation. This yielded wasted
materials which had not previously been encountered. Specifically, these
materials consisted of concentric pipes of s :1, lead and graphite (possibly
some type of instrumentation package for the reactor, 25 mrem/hour). This
excavation region also yielded aluminum spacers, lead-cadmium neutron
absorbers, and carbon steel reamers. Radiation levels ranged from 1 to 2
mrem/hour with exception of the above instrument aickage. Test Pit 5 was
initiated on January 20 and completed first week of February. A historian
visited the site on January 18. The purpose »>r this visit was to identify
waste that was excavated. The historian indicated that combustible (or soft
waste) was routinely incinerated. This could account for minor amounts of
soft waste encountered to date.

100 HR-3 Pump & Treat

During this reporting period the Level C Safety Investigation was completed.
The cause for the accident at the site was attributed to either trapped air
from ice blockage in the effluent line or the system could have been
inadvertently energized with air during the day the ¢ :ident occurred. The
latter was not substantiated and was in direct conflict with the testimony of
the facility operators. To prepare for start-up of the system on February 13,
1995, winterization was installed, operating procedures and the Site Specific
Heath and Safety Plan were revised. Re-training and certification of the
operators will commence on February 13. It was determined that blowing down
the lines for winterization measures will not be used. 1Instead, seven day a
week operation should address severe cold weather condition and will also aid
in "catching up" on time lost during the shut down of the system. The system
should be fully automated by the first week in March 1995.
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The 100-BC-1 Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) and Interim Remedial Action (IRM)
Proposed Plan were submitted to EPA/Ecology for review on November 18, 1994,
in support of TPA Milestone M-15-08D (November 30, 1994). Working group
meetings were initiated in early December to address regulatory comments. The
process was used rather than the standard formal comment and disposition
process.

The 100-BC-2 FFS activities include waste site descriptions and definition of
contaminant concentration. Volume estimates, alternative assessment, and cost
estimates have been completed for all burial —-ounds. The remaining sites
have been placed on hold pending comments and decisions made on the 100-BC-1
FFS, Process Document, and Sensitivity Analysis.

100-BC-1 Remedial Design Activities have been initiated and include the

following tasks: development of a remedial design/remedial action strategy,
definition of remediation goals (includes process definition and
implementation), define a process in which to | ioritize waste sites, and

support to the flexible ROD. Specific design activ: ies will be initiated
upon agreement on the above RD/RA strategy.

D AREA
100-DR-1

. The FFS is currently being revised to incorporate Regulator comments and
the current remedial action scenario. This doc ent is scheduled to be
finalized and issued to the regulatory agencies in February 1995 along
with the Process Document, Sensitivity Analysis, 100-HR-1 FFS, and 100-
BC-1 FFS. The IRM Proposed Plan is still undergoing Regulator review.

100-DR-2

. A focus sheet has been prepared to notify interested parties of the
public review period for the 100-DR-2 Work Plan. The TPA target date of
January 31, 1995 for submittal of the work plan to the regulatory
agencies after public review and including an addendum with the
substantive portion of both the LFI and QRA reports has been extended to
May 1, 1995.

. The LFI/QRA report is undergoing concur 1t review by RL and the
Regulators.

100-D Ponds

. Sampling per the Description of Work was conducted in January, 1995.
Sample results are expected in 45 days.









#5/Page 7 of 12

H AREA

100 HR-1

FFS REPORT and the IRM Proposed Plan: The content and format of
100 Area FFS reports and IRM PPs is continues to be developed by
DOE using 100-HR-1, 100-BC-1, and 100-DR- OU documents as models.
Much discussion with the regulators has revolved around the issue
of assumed land use. These discussions have resulted in the
preliminary development of the "Time Phased Land Use Scenario,”
which is currently being considered the Tri-Parties for possible
use in 100 Area FFS reports and IRM PPs. Plans call for
resolution of land use issues during February 1995, followed by
revisions to the 100 Area Source FFS R ort and its appendices
(which, among other reports, includes the FFS report for 100-HR-1)
to incorporate the new information.

100 HR-2

LFI/QRA REPORT: The 100-HR-2 LFI/QRA Report (single
document) ,DOE/RL-94-53, Draft A, remains in regulatory : riew.
Comments are expected during February 1995.

FOCUSED FEASIBILITY REPORT AND IRM PRO 3ED PLAN: The 100-HR-2 FFS
Report, DOE/RL-94-65, Draft A, and the )0-HR-2 IRM Proposed Plan,
DOE/RL-94-135, Draft A, were submitted to the regulators on
January 30, 1995, one day in advance of their respective TPA
Milestones (M-15-18B and M-15-18C).

The content and format of 100 Area focused feasibility study reports and
IRM proposed plans are currently being developed using 100-BC-1, 100-DR-
1, and 100-HR-1 OU documents as models. Additionally, a strategy for
future FFSs and PPS and Records of Decisiocn is currently being developed
by DOE for discussions and agreement with * e regulators. The 100-HR-2
FFS report and PP will be revised to be compatible with the
corresponding documents for 100-BC-1, 100-DR-1, and 100-HR-1 and with
the strategy. At the time of submittal, DOE recommended that regulator
review efforts be reserved for possible future updated versions of the
100-HR-2 FFS report and IRM PP that will reflect the new content and
format that is under development at this time.

100 IU-4 and 5

DOE approval of carryover funds is expected in February to allow ERC
staff to resume completion of proposed plans for independent units IU-4
(Sodium Dichromate Barrel Disposal Lai 'ill) and IU-5 (White Bluffs
Pickling Acid Cribs).
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K AREA

The 100-KR-1 Focused Feasibility Study was delivered to DOE on November
17, 1994, partially fulfilling the requirements of Milestone M-15-10C.
Further work on this FFS has been halted, pending resolution of the 100-
HR-1 FFS. 1If all issues relating to the FFS are not resolved by January
31, 1995, the ability to deliver the 100-KR-1 FFS by the April milestone
date is in jeopardy.

100-KR-2 Planning - The 100-KR-2 Focus ackage is undergoing public
review.

100-KR-1 IRM Proposed Plan -~ Work on the PP has been halted, pending
ongoing discussions with DOE and the Regulators. This work stoppage
will delay submittal of this PP from December, 1994 to a yet -unspecified
date. The PP was on an accelerated schedule which would have met the
milestone 4 months early.

F AREA

100-FR-1 IRM Proposed Plan - Work on the PP has been halted, pending
ongoing discussions with DOE and the Regulators. This work stoppage
will delay submittal of this PP which was on an accelerated schedule
which would have met the milestone 2 1/2 months early.

100-FR-1 FFS - The FFS has undergone E review and dispositions
prepared, but not incorporated. Further work on the FFS has stopped,
pending ongoing discussions with DOE and the Regulators. This work
stoppage will delay the submittal of the FS which was on an accelerated
schedule which would have met the milestone 2 1/2 months early.

100-FR-1 LFI/QRA - Regulator comments on the 100-FR-1 LFI/QRA are three
months past due. Work is on hold, pending receipt of comments.

100-FR-2 Work Plan - An DOE/Regulator site walkover for the 100-FR-2
Operable Unit was conducted on January 2, 1995. In subsequent
meetings, it was agreed to follow the streamline process adopted for the
100-KR-2 Operable Unit. A Focus Package will substituted for the Work
Plan and the results of the LFI/QRA wi. be incorporated into the FFS,
rather than be reported in separate documents.
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Groundwater
100-BC-5, 100-FR-3, 100-HR-3, AND 100-KR-4

100-BC-5, HR-3 & KR-4

The Focused Feasibility studies and the IRM Proposed plans are on hold per the
DOE and regulator request to enable these entities to focus on the source area
FFSs and Proposed Plans. Regulatory comments are expected in February.

100-HR-3

Round 8 groundwater sampling activities at D reactor area (to coordinate with
RCRA sampling) are in progress. The H reactor area sampling was completed in
December.

100-KR-4

Round 7 groundwater sampling is complete and the samples are at the laboratory
for analysis.

100-FR-3

A change request (M-15-94-10) has delayed the Focused Feasibility Study and
the IRM Proposed Plan milestones until December 31, 1995 to allow completion
of TCE characterization in the OU.

Soil gas equipment has been used during multiple trips to the field in an
attempt to locate TCE upgradient of the OU. ow levels of TCE have been found
but work to date has not been able to discern the source Cold weather has
shut down further efforts at this time (cannot obtain reliable data). A
planning meeting has been held with the DOE to update them on the current
status of the soil gas efforts with recommendations for future actions. A
meeting with the regulators will be held as soon as plans are finalized.

100-BC-5, FR-3, HR-3 & KR-4

Rebaselining efforts for all of the groundwater operable units
have been underway in January. Presentations were made to C
management and summary presentation packages were prepared for
presentation to the regulators.

A baseline change request was approved by ERC management
documenting changes to the FY 1995 baseline as a result of the
findings of a task team assembled to ex ine the groundwater
monitoring program costs. A reduction of approximately $1.2 M was
identified in these four operable units.
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