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Re: Nocices of Deficiency for :~e 303-I Radioactive ~i.xed-~asce 
Storage Facility Closure Plan and the 304 Concretion Facili:y 
Notice of Deficiency Response Tables 

Dear ~r . Wisness: 

This let::er t:-ansu1:.ts Ecology's comments on the 303-K Racii.oac:ive ~ixec.
Waste Storage :acility and the 304 Concretion Facility Closure Plan 
Notice of Deficie!'!cy Response Taoles of October 1990. · The Response 
Taoles ..,,ere indi·,idually reviewed for .compliance ..,,ith final facility 
stat~s scanciarcs in :he state Dangerous Waste Regulations (Chapter 173-
303 i;;AC). 

Although these taoles ~ere reviewed separately, they ..,,ere found to have 
the same primary areas of concern. These are as follo..,,s: 

l . The chan5es proposed to address the lack of detail in these 
plans ~i-1 r.ot adequately correc: their deficiencies . 

2. Al:hough the stated goal for these sites is clean closure, the 
closure strategy outlined ~ill not fulfill the perfor::iance 
stancarcis of the Dangerous Waste Regulations for clean closure. 

3 . The quali:y assurance and quality control remain inadequate. 

4. The RCRA/CE.RCLl. integration strategy proposed for these sites 
remains inappropriate and must be reevaluated. 

5. Controls for t he health and safety ha=ards associated ~ith 
radioactive conc~minants are still not adequate ly addressed . 
The cleanup of che radioactive constituents remains 
inappropriately deferred from the closure ac:ivicies. 
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NOV 0 81990 
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~r. TT. ,. 1sness ·· 
Sove~ber 6, 19 90 
?age 2 

: am requesti~g t~at USDO E; ; nc res p o n d to t~ese cor..:nents ~it~ rev isec 
c:osure Plans. These Plans should be submitted no later than J anuary S , 
1991. Should you have questions or concerns regarcing these notices, 
please contact ~egan Lerchen of my staff at (206) 438-3089. 

Sincerely, 

~:14/ 
- 1 ..:.~c-osures 

cc : P. Day - E?A, Richland 
D. Duncan - E?A, Seattle 
T. Michelena - Ecology, Olympia 
T. Veneziano (AR) - wdC 

/ 

Timothy L. Nord 
Hanford Project Manager 
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DEP.'\RT~ENT OF ECOLOGY 
NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY FOR 

~HE 304 CONCRETION ?ACILITI 
t;oD RESPONSE TABLE OF OCTOBER 1990 

November 6, 1990 

':he fo ll o"l."i ng corr-"!lencs cor:-espond co c:-.e m:.rnbers ::-orn t:ie 304 Conc:-et:. 0:1 ? aci. l i::y 
Cl osure Pl an ~OD Response Table dated October 5 , 1990. ?roposals c ade :.n t ~e 
following cor..r::ents are accepted by Ecology: 

2 3 5 7 8 9 10 12 15 19 22 
26 29 33 34 36 39 41 43 44 45 46 
47 48 49 51 52 53 55 56 59 61 63 
64 

P:roposals made in the following co=ents are accepted by Ecology ?ending 
submission of further information as proposed in che US DOE:- aLji.1-iC res,JO::ses: 

1 6 11 13 14 16 18 23 24 25 30 
31 37 40 42 54 58 62 65 67 

Proposals made in the following comments are not accepted by Ecology: 

4 
60 

17 
66 

20 21 27 28 32 35 38 50 57 

In numerous i~stances changes to the closure plan are proposed, yec c~e exac:: 
language is not provided. Following this course will result in USDOE/ P~iL 
producing a document without specific guidance from Ecology. In order co 
minimize the number of corrections chat ~ill be necessary in the next rev~s1on 
of the closure plan, the proposed changes will be addressed within che scope of 
:he Unit Managers Meetings. .?rovide draft text revisions for the :ollowing 
comment numbers to Ecology for discussion purposes: 

4 
54 

11 
57 

14 
58 

17 
60 

18 
65 

23 25 27 32 31 42 

It is anticipated that the above issues will be the most difficult to achieve 
consensus between the parties. Other issues may also cause confusion; text 
revisions for these may be provided to Ecology for comment as well. 

General Comment: USDOE-RL/1-lHC repeatedly proposes development of clean closure 
performance standards that are not in accordance with those stipulated 
under wAC 173-303-610(2) (b). This is unacceptable; the only closure 
performance standards allowable under the Dangerous waste Regulations for 
clean closure are those stipulated in wAC 173-303-610(2)(b). However, 
while clean closure is a desirable goal in all cases, in some instances it 
may not be feasible. If clean closure ~snot attainable, then compliance 
with the requirements of wAC 173-303-610(7) through -610(11) is necessary. 

4 . Cor:iment : 
follows: 

This NOD comment addresses a number of issues, these are as 

./ 

a. DOE-RL/1JHC proposes, "If dangerous constituents are determined to exist 
in concentrations above accion levels and reevaluation of action levels 
is not warranted, remediacion of the soil will be evaluated under the 
CERCLA RI/FS process for the 300-FF-3 Operable Unic." This is nae 
accepcable. See comment numbers 17 and 6.0. 
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304 Conc=eticn Facility Closure Plan 
NOD Response Table Comments 
November 6, 1990 

16. 

_7 _ 

18. 

b . DO E-RL/'~1-tC states that because t he ?ro?osed met~od of closure :or t ~e 
304 Concretion unit is clean closure, " ... a postclosure plan is :1o t 
requir ed unless t he fac il ity cannot be clean cl osed." A ?O s t: lcsur e 
p l an i s re qui red; th i s mus t be inc luded in the ne x t revi si on o : t ~e 
closure plan . 

c. DOE-RL,lwnC proposes to include a number of paragraphs ~ithin :he :ex: 
in order to clarify the definitions of "baseline," "baseline 
threshold," ar.d "action level." These terms should be defined i.-i a 
section for acronyms, abbreviations, and definitions similar to t~at 
provided in Part B permit applications. How these conce?tS will be 
used in developing the cleanup strategy co be implemented a::er 
obtaining the results of the sampling and analysis at the unit s~oul d 
be provided in both the form of a narrative and flo..,-chart in c~e 
appropriate sections of the closure plan. 

Recuire ment: Compliance .;ith the above :.s requirec! . 
language co Ecology for interim guidance . 

Provice craf: 

Transcriotion ~!"ror: The transcription of Ecology's NOD re quirer::en: 
incorrect l y cites ~AC 173-303 for the Model Toxics Control Ac: (~TCA). 
The citation as originally provided (wAC 173-340 ) is correc:. Refer a l s o 
to NOD comment number 18. 

Co:-::.~ent: For clean closure, the building and concrete and asphalt pacs 
must be decontaminated to the contamination levels stipulated in wAC l 73-
303-610(2)(b) or removed from the unit boundaries. Tne approach proposed 
for the soil cleanup is unacceptable. The soil must be cleaned co at 

least area background levels (area background is defined in wAC 173-340 -
200) . If contamination remains in the soil that exceeds the perfor~ance 
standards stipulated in wAC 173-303-610(2)(b), then the unit can not be 
clean closed . A postclosure plan that provides for management of the unit 
within the CERCLA cleanup must be prepared. 

Reoui rement: 
number 60. 

Compliance with the above is required. See also comnent 

Corr.nent: USDOE-RL,fT .. -r!C proposes to establish criteria for contaminati on 
levels that "pose a substantial threat to human health or the environment" 
for certifying clean closure. 

Reouirement: Any criteria developed f~r threats to human neal:h or t he 
environment must be based on the cleanup standards of MTCA (wAC 173-340). 
Any criteria for closure must have Ecology concurrence. For clean 
closure , the cleanup standards are stated in wAC 173-303-610(2)(b). 

20. Co~~ent: USDOE-RL;i;H<: proposes sole use of samples obtained '-'ithin the 
304 Concretion Unit for establishing background concrete contamina:ion 
levels. This is not acceptable. 

- 2 -
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304 Concretion Facility Closure Plan 
KOO Response Table Comments 
November 6, 1990 

21. 

22. 

24. 

27 . 

28. 

32. 

Reouirer.ie!lc: Concrete samples :ro:::: areas :1ot subjec: :o concami:1at:ion 
must be used for establishing a background conc=ece contamination ·.,ra::.ue. 

Cor!'.menc: USDOE - RL(\JHC proposes sole use of sar:?:i.es ob : ained · .. 1:::-.:.n t:-ie 
304 Conc::etion Unit for establishing backgrot..:nd asphalt contac:'-nat:.on 
levels. This is not acceptable. 

Reoui::ernent: Asphalt samples f:::-om areas not suoJ ec: co contamination r;:•.;s t 
be used for escablishing a background asphalt contamination value. 

General Comment: Ecology accepts DOE-RLfT~rlC's asse::tion chat t~e p:::-ocess 
sewer begins immediately beneath the building floor. 

Reouirerne!lt: Ecology will require that the permitting process f or the 300 
Area Process Sewers i ncorporate all se~er lines to the point: ~here they 
enter a building floor. 

Cor..rnent : 
required 
describe 

The proposed language is acceptable, but further infor~a :ion is 
on this topic in t he sampl ing and analysis plan co adequace ly 
the verification sampl i ng. 

Reoui:-e!:lent: Descr ibe the sampling and analytical parameters for the 
verification sampling . This must include the sampl e size , target 
analytes, and quality assurance/quality cont=ol plan. Refer to the 2:01-M 
?end Closure Plan for guidance. 

Comment: DOE-RL;'VHC proposes expanding the text "to indicate t he option 
of cleaning to baseline if feasible." 

Reouirement: Cleaning the unit's soils to at least area background 
contamination levels is not optional. Revise the closure strategy as 
necessary to reflect this. See comment numbers 17 and 60 . 

Comment: In order to clean close the 304 Concretion Unit, the 
concaminacion levels of dangerous ~astes and dangerous waste residues muse 
be decontaminated or removed to meet the performance standards stipulated 
in ~AC 173-303-610(2)(b). 

Recuirernent: This requirement must be integrated within the closure plan . 
See comment numbers 17 and 60. 

Comment: Development of a soil sampling plan based on the 300 Area 
Solvent Evaporator (300 ASE) is inappropriate; the 300 ASE is locaced on 
top of a burial ground . 

./ 

Requirement: The soil sampling plan must address vadose zone 
contamination at this unit. 

- 3 -
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304 Concretion Fac~licy Closure Plan 
NOD Response Taole Co~'llents 
Nove~ber 6 , 1990 

.):,. Comment: Beca1.:se of the ?ast uses of chis building, i t is not pos s ible t-:) 

detern.ine conc lusively ~hat type of contaminants ~ill be ex?ecced C\..!e to 
past pract i ces . For clean closure it is requi:-ed :::i.at all dange:-o\..!s 
wastes or ~asce residues ( including soil) be cleaned or removed to t~e 
pe rfomanc e sta:1dards stipulated i n '!,,'AC 173-303-6 10( 2)( b ) . Lev els o: 
contamina ti on in the soils above these perfou:anc e standards but belo~ 
area background values may be managed under t he CERCL; clean-up if this ~s 
provided f or within the postclosure plan. 

38 . 

44. 

50. 

52. 

Reauirer:ient: Revise t he closure plan to comply \.l'ith the above . See 
comments 17 and 60. 

Corr.'llent: A:1alysis for only a limited number of organic comuounds i s 
proposed, see co=ent number 35. 

Reaui '!:"e~ent: 
evaluated. 

A more comprehensive list of organic analytes must be 

Comment: Conc :-e te and asphalt background sar:rple s may not be obtained 
\.l'ithin a TSO unit. 

Reauiremen::: Refer to comment numbers 20 and 21. 

Corr.ment: USDC E- RL/'~'"HC proposes that the requi:-ement for the unit-specific 
personnel decontaminati on procedures be provided in the Hanford Site-~ice 
health and safety plan. 

Re ouiremen:: The unit-specific plan must be presented within the unit's 
closure plan. It is anticipated that the health and safety plan for the 
304 Concretion unit wil l be more detailed than that for the Site-wide. 
Refer to comment number 54 . 

Comment: This is acceptable if uranium testing is the only variance from 
the analyti cal methods stipulated in ~AC 173-303-110 . 

Reouirement : Any analy tical methods which deviate significant l y from the 
methods st ipulated in r.lAC 173-303-110 must be submitted to Ecology to 
determine acceptance prior to their use. 

57 . Comment: Although Ecology requested- infor:::iation regarding t:-aining, 
USDOE;'\IBC states that the information provided is, "sufficient for the 
purposes of t hi s closure plan." The inforn:ation presented is not 
adequate. 

Requirement: Describe the course contents and list which training is 
required for individu~l job classifications. 

- 4 -
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304 ~oncretion Facilicy Closure Plan 
NOD Re spor.se Table Commencs 
November 6, 1990 

60 . Com.T.enc: There appears · co be some confusion abou: che closure s:ra::e;y 
accepcable to Ecology . This unit is being permi: ::e d to close unde r- '.;Ac 
173-303 , tterefore, the performance standards of wAC 173-303-610 must be 
met. Ecology has determined that if c lean closu re of :he soils to ::hese 
standards i s not appropriate due t o wide spread contamination ::hr oughou: 
the 300-FF-3 Operable Unit then the soils must be cleaned to a local area 
background contamination levels and the RCRA postclosure mus: be managed 
within the requirements of the CERCl.A closure . 

Reauirement: Ecology will accept a closure plan in which soils ,.,ith 
contamination levels exceeding the performance standards stipulated under 
1-lAC 173-303-610(2 )(b) may be left in place under the follol.i"ing t·..10 
conditions: 

• The contamination levels do not exceed the area background 
contamination levels present throughout the 300-FF-3 Operable Unit and 

• The RCRA postclosure plan provides for management of the 304 Concretion 
Unit within the CERCl.A cleanup. 

Revise the c lo sure plan accordingly. 

62. Cormnent: DOE-RL/VHC states , " ... equipment used during closure activities 
will be decontaminated or disposed of according to EIIs 4. 2, 5. 4, and 
5. 5." 

Reauirement : Tnis is acceptable pending Ecology's rev i ew of the cited 
Ells. Ecology anticipates that these will be reviewed as part of t he 
development of t he Hanford Site-1-7ide Permit. 

65 . Comment: DOE-RLjVHC argues that a legal description of t h e unit is noc 
required at this time because a ) it is not required under 1-lAC 173-303 if 
the unit is clean closed orb) if it is not clean closed, the information 
would not be provided until after remediation because the size of the area 
to be remediated would not be known. 

Reauirement: In order to plan a cleanup of this unit, it is necessary to 
know the boundaries. Ecology realizes that there is some difficulty in 
obtaining the precise legal boundaries at this point in time, however, we 
also recognize that boundaries must be determined in order to determine 
the scope of the cleanup for this unit. Provide the legal description of 
this unit when the information is available . In the interim, provide a 
description and illustration of the boundaries of this unit for use in the 
closure of the unit. Note that the asphalted area surrounding the 
buildi ng will be considered part of this unit. The sampling plan must be 
revised to incorporate this area . 

66. Comment: DOE-RLjVHC ~reposes to provide a postclosure plan if the soi l 
cannot be clean closed which ~ill describe, " ... the interim stabilizat i on 
and care prior to remediation under the CERCLA RI/FS process . " This is 
not adequate for the purposes of a postclosure plan. The postclosure p~~n 

- 5 -
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304 Concretion Facilit3/ Closure Plan 
~;OD Response Table Cornr.ients 
November 6, 1990 

must be provided wit~ the closure plan. It must provide for ma~agecent o: 
the unit through t~e CERCL; closure process. ~efe = tc ~AC 173-303 -6: J ( ~) 
f or guidance. It will ~ot be necessary co ic~_emer:: :he ? OS tc~~sure pi~n 
if the per:o:-:nance standards of wAC 173 -303-6 10(2)(b) for c:ean clo su=e 
are met. 

Reguirerner:t: Compliance with the above is required. 

68. Comment: USD0E-RL; i-rnc explains the table title indication of a 5 percer:t 
frequency. 

Requirement: This type or 1nrormation should be prov1ae in t:-.e qualic:, 
assurance / quality control section of the closure plan. Refer to t he 2101 -
X Pond Closure Plan in development for guidance. 

- 6 -



0 

DEPA .. ~T~ENT OF ECOLOGY 
NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY FOR 

THE 303-K STORAGE FACILITY NOD 
RESPONSE TABLE OF OCTOB ER 1990 

November 6, 19 90 

u.e ::allowing C'.)rnmencs correspond to the nuobers :ror:i the 303-K Racioac: i ·Te 
~ixed-~a ste Storage Facility Closure ?lan NOD Response Table daced Oc:ober 5 , 
:..990 . Proposals made in che follololing co=ents are accepced. "oy E::.:c l c 5:,- : 

1 2 5 8 9 10 11 13 15 18 : 9 
20 22 29 30 31 35 39 40 42 44 45 
46 47 43 52 55 57 60 61 

Proposals made in che ::ollo\.ling comments are accepted by Eco lo gy pending 
submission of fur:her information as ?reposed in t he US DOE- RL(\-,'"HC responses: 

3 4 6 , ~ 
J.0 28 32 33 34 36 38 41 

43 49 so 54 53 59 

?:-oposa ls made in the follo·,.;:.ng cor.iments are not accepted by Ecolog:,-: 

7 
37 

12 
51 

14 
53 

17 
56 

21 
62 

23 24 25 26 27 28 

I~ a number of instances changes to the closure plan are proposed, y e~ the exac: 
language i s not provided. Following this course wil l result in USDOE/ PNL 
producing a document lolithout specific guidance on these topics from Ecolo gy. ~n 
order to minimize the nu:nber of corrections that lolill be necessary in the next 
revision of the closure plan, the proposed changes will be addressed lolithin ch e 
s c ope of the Unit !fanagers Meetings . Provide draft text revisions for the 
following com.nent numbe rs co Ecology for discussion purposes: 

4 12 16 25 36 49 so 53 56 62 

It is anticipated chat the above issues lolill be the most difficult to achiev e 
consensus bet•,.;een the parties. Other issues may also cause confusion ; text 
revisions for these may be provided to Ecology for comment as well. 

General Comment : USDOE-RL/l>ffiC repeatedly proposes development of clean c l osure 
performance standards that are not in accordance with those scipul ated 
under !,;AC 173-303-610(2) (b). This is unacceptable; the only closure 
?erformance standards allowable under the Dangerous waste Regulations for 
clean closc:re are those stipuh.ted in \.:AC 173-303-610(2)(b). Ho .... ever, 
lolhile clean c l osure is a desirable goal in all cases, in so~e inscances it 
may not be feasible. I: clean c l osure is noc attainable , then compliance 
wich t he requirements of !,;AC 173 -303 - 610 (7) through -610 (11) is necessary. 

3. Co~.ment: USDOE-RLji.nC scates that additional maps will be provided if a 
specific request is made . 

Reouiremenc: Maps which delineate the waste management 
describe and illusc:-ate the land uses in the immediate area 
are the nearby buildings, etc .) muse be included in the next 
the closure plan . 

---------------

areas, and 
(i.e. , 'w'ha t 
revisi on of 



30 3-K Storage Facility-Closu=e Plan 
t:oo lesponse 7able Corr:rnents 
Nov ember 6, 1990 

o . Co:.1.~ent: The USDO E-RL/1,,1-iC a:scussion along vith t~e proposed nev :~b les 
ar.d dravings will provide t he information requested by Ecology. 

?.ec1.:iremer?:: Revise the text of :he closure plan to incluC:e : ~e 
disc~ssion provided in this response. 

7. Co~~ent: The informat ion presented is not adequate for docu.~enting tnat 
Table 4 -1 covers all vastes sent to the unit. 

Reouiremen:: Edit the text and legend regarding this :able to indicate it 
is not comprehensive. In addition, incorporate the text presented in t~e 
closure plan . 

12. Comment: DOE - RL/VHC proposes to include a number of parag=aphs vithin the 
text in order to clarify the aerinitions of "basel ine, " "baseline 
threshold , " and "action l evel." Any terms not defined should be defined 
in a section for acronyms, abbreviations, and definitions similar :o that 
provided in Part B permit applications . Hov these concepts vill be use d 
in developir.g the cleanup strategy to be implemented a=ter obtaining the 
results of the sampling and analysis at the unit should be provided in 
both the form of a narrative and flow-c~art in the appropriate sections of 
the closure plan. Ascertain whether or not these terms are appropri a te 
~ithin the requirements of Chapter 173-303 ~AC, see the next paragraph for 
guidance. 

14. 

'Ihe proposed text and clean closure objectives are not acceptable. T~e 
original requirement in ~cology 's NOD stated that the closure standard £or 
this facility will be background. From USDOE -RL/wnC' s response it appears 
that clarification of this con:ment is necessary. Under i:AC 173 - 303-
610 (2) (b), closure performance standard, the levels of dangerous waste or 
dangerous waste constituents or residues remaining after c l osure of a unit 
may not exceed background environmental levels or designation limits for 
clean closure. If chese performance standards cannot be mec then the unic 
is subjecc to subseccions (7) through (11) of i:AC 173-303-610. Refer to 
wAC 173-303-610 for guidance. 

The approach proposed fo r the soil cleanup is unacceptable. The soil must 
be cleane d co at lease area background levels ( area background is define d 
in i:AC 173-340-200), not baseline. A postclosure plan thac provides :or 
management of che unit within the CERCL; cleanup must be prepared. 

Reouirement: Compliance with the abov e is required. 

Comment: USDOE-RL/wnC proposes sole use of samples obcained within the 
304 Concretion Unit for establish ing background concrete contaminacio n 
levels . This is noc acceptable. 

Reouirement: Concret~ samples from areas noc subjecc to contar.iination 
must be used for establishing background concrete contaminacion values. 

- 2 -



203-K Storage ?aci_ity Closure Plan 
~CD Response Table Cocru:iencs 
~ovemb er 6, 1990 

Cor._~er.:: : USCOE-rZL(l,,-r.C ;:i:-oposes to revise ::ne :2 x t :o, "7'ne cec :. sion o:: 
reoedia::ion of soil ( clean co bas eline or defer :o C~RCl .. A) 

?.ecu :.:-erce:1 t : The soi:!..s mus:: be :-emed iated to at l.e-==.sc a rea Jac'.,;rcu:-.d 
conca.mina t ion levels . See corn.:nen: nuober 12. 

21. Cor. .. "'.:er-. t: USDOE-?,L(l,,1iC proposes a cext revision C·:> state , ·~·aste 
scored • ore than 90 days will be transferred . . .. " This does no : give ali 
che infonnation requesced in t he original comment. I t is unacce?table to 
have dangerous waste stored in the same location in wr.ic~ closu:-e 
activi:ies are taking place. 

:::J. 

Reauirement: Specify t he locations where wasce will be trans:e:-:-ed and 
t:-ie ticiing of the transfer for all waste scored at the uni::, i :-:ciucing 
waste stored less t han ninety days. 

Corrune:1t: 
me c:-iocs . 

USDOE-RL/i-,nC will desc::-ibe any deviations from rec_ui:-ed ::e st 

~ec uire rn ent: Procedures for any test method which deviates fro • required 
test ciethods must be submitted to Ecology with a request for a??roval of 
the substitute method . 

24 . Comrr.ent: Development of a soil sampling plan based on t he 300 Area 
Solvent Evaporator (300 ASE) is inappropriate; the 300 ASE is located on 
::op of a burial ground. 

25. 

30. 

Reauirement: The soil sampling plan must address vadose zo ne 
contamination at this unit. Refer co the 2101-M Pond Closu:-e ?lan in 
development for guidance. 

Com.'Tie:1t: USDOE-RL/1,frlC states that all of the dangerous waste conscituents 
stored at the 303-K Facility are listed on Table 7-1. 

Reauirement: This table must be revised co list all constituents of 
concern. This includes any rac!ioaccive constituents. Refer to Secc.:. on 
6.3 of the Hanford Federal Facility Ag reement and Consent O=de= . Thi s 
requirement also applies to comment numbers 26 and 27. 

Commen t: USDOE-RL/TJHC states that the Environmencal Invescigac~o~s and 
Sice Characcerization Manual (EII Manual, IJ'HC-CM-7-7) has been submitted 
as part of the Hanford Site-Wide permit and that no changes to the text 
are required . 

Reouirement: Reference to the ent ire EII manual is not a cceptab le. 7he 
specific section must' be referenced. Note that acceptance of any EII 
procedure is dependent on Ecology review and approval. Ecology 
anticipates that these will be reviewed as part of the developcient of the 
Hanford Site-Wide Permit. 

- 3 -



303-K Storage ?acility Closure Plan 
~WD Response Table Comments 
Nove~ber 6, 1990 

36. Cor..rne!1t: USDOE-R!.../T,..nC is developing a set of criteria for baseli r:e va"'"ues 
in the 300 .1.rea. 

Re guirer:1e!1C: :be appropriate criteria is area background ( see ccr..-::er-.:: 
number 12) . A plan for determining these values cusc be submi:::ed t::i 
Ecology; it should include at leasc the sampling plan, a qualicy 
assurance/quality control plan , and a timetable for this ef:or:: . Th is 
plan may be submitted under separate cover and usec for TSD uni cs 
chroughouc the 300-FF-3 Operable Unit. 

37. Comment: Concrete and asphalt samples obtained 'w'ithin a !SD unit ·,.;ill not 
be accepted for deter~inacion of background contamination values. 

Reouirernen:: : Refer to comment number 14. 

51. Comment: USDOE-RL/T,..1-!C proposes revising che text to state , "The 90 -cay 
period 'w'ill begin when the material is designated." As ?reviously stated, 
the 90-day clock begins at the time of generation; counting the 90-day 
period from the time of designation is likely to result in non-compl~ance. 

53. 

Reouirement:_ Revise the text to state , "The 90-day period '\.,ill begin when 
the material is ge~eraced . " 

Cor:unen t: Al though Ecology requested inf oma tion re garc.ing 
USDOEji ... nC states that t he information provided is, "adequate 
closure plan." The informacion presented is not adequate. 

training , 
for t his 

Reoui rement: Describe the course contents and list 'w'hich training is 
required for individual job classifications. 

56. Comment: USDOE-RL/wrlC states that in no case will a cover design be 
necessary. If it is determined after the sampling and analysis that it 
will be necessary for contaminated soils to be left in place until the 
CERCL-\ cleanup then a cover may be required; no other contaminated 
materials will be allowed to be left in place . This cover must be 
designed and approved prior to closure as part of the postclosure plan. 

62. 

Reouirement: Sub~it specifications for cover materials and design within 
the required postclosure plan. See comment number 62. 

Commenc: 
plan. A 

of an 

USDOE-RL,NHC states that they will not 
postclosure plan is required, it should be 

add itional cha.peer to che closure plan 
appropriate . 

/ 

submit a postclosure 
presented in the form 
with appendices as 

Reguiremen:: A postclosure plan that provides for management of the unit 
within the C~RCLl. cleanup must be prepared and submitted to Ecology. 
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Autho r Addressee 

T. L. Nord, Ecology S. H. Wisness, DOE-RL 

Correspondence No. 

Incoming 
9005024 

Subject: NOTICES OF DEFICIENCY FOR THE 303-K RADIOACTIVE MIXED-WASTE STORAGE 
FACILITY AND THE 304 CONCRETION FACILITY NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY RESPONSE 
TABLES 

INTERNAL DISTRIBUTION 

Approval Date Name Location w/att 

Correspondence Control A3-0l X 

D. L. Banning H4-57 X 

J. D. Bauer B3-15 X 

R. J. Bliss B3-04 X 

L. C. Brown H4-51 X 

C. J. Geier H4-57 X 

w. L. Johnson· · H4-55 X 

R. E. Lerch (Assignee) B2-35 X 

L. L. Powers B2-35 X 

F. A. Ruck II I H4-57 X 

s. M. Price H4-57 X 

L. L. Powers 82-35 X 

P. J. Schmidt X0-41 X 

D. E. Simpson 83-51 X 

w. A. Skelly H4-55 X 

T. B. Veneziano 82-35 X 

D. J. Watson X0-41 X 

/~~ 
E. A. Weakley L6-28 X 

(! PTAI (DMH) B2-35 X ~r•· ... y . :::i .• ' 
' 4t1 f~ :·. · .. , l>. EDMC/AR H4- 22 X f il",,lJ..1,}} W 2 DLB/LB H4-57 X 
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