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Mr. Michael A. Wilson, Program Manager

Nuclear Waste Program . C o imes e
State of Washington o
Department of Ecology ey
P.O. Box 47600 wa AUGOL OO
Olympia, Washington 98504 , '

} =DMC

Dear Mr. Wilson:

TRANSMITTAL OF 200-PW-2 URANIUM-RICH PROCESS WASTE GROUP OPERABLE

UNIT (OU) REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION,. _ASIBILITY STUDY (RI/FS) WORK PLAN

AND PROCESS WASTE RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT (RCRA) 55260
TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL (TSD) UNIT SAMPLING PLAN, DOE/RL-

2000-60, REVISION 0

.The 200-PW-2 Uranium-Rich Process Waste Group Operable Unit RI/ES Work Plan and Process

Waste RCRA TSD Unit Sampling Plan, DOE/RL-2000-60, Revision 0, is attached
(Attachment 1). Comments from the State of Washington, Department of Ecology (Ecology) and

the Nez Perce Tribe were dispositioned, incorporated as appropriate and are included as

Attachments 2 and 3. In addition, a copy of Revision O of the Remedial Investigation Data s S2.0 !
Quality Objectives Summary Report for the 200-PW-2 Uranium-Rich Process Waste Group

Operable Unit, BHI-01411, Revision 0 is included as Attachment 4. 552 -

This work plan is the fifth in a series of several which follow the approach outlined in the

“200 Areas RI/FS Implementation Plan, Environmental Restoration Program,” for

ch: ization and ation in the 10 Areas. T| work plan contains the elements of a
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act of 198C ... o work
plan and RCRA TSD unit sampling plan. A samplingand anal,_s|’ companies the work
plan as an appendix.

The final draft of the Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement)
Change Request (CR) M-15-00-06 is included as Attachment 5. Thisc  ge request proposes
Tri-Party Agreement Interim Milestones be negotiated between the U.S. Department of Energy,
Richland Operations Office (RL) and Ecology. These proposed interim milestone dates are
consistent with the major milestone to complete the 200 Area OU RUFS process by 2008 (M-15-
00C). The completion date for proposed Interim Milestone M-15-43C exceeds the compliance
date for the associated M-20 major milestone. Because a Tri-Party Agreement Major Milestone
is impacted, a Class I Tri-Party Agreement Change Request will be developed and undergo
public review. In the spirit of good faith negotiations, a formal commitment for submittal of a
draft Class I Change Request addressing the impact to Tri-Party Agreement Major Milestone M-
20 will be submitted by August 31, 2001.
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After discussions with Ecology and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on ways to
further streamline 200 Area assessment planning, two additional RCRA TSD units were added
into the RUFS process as part of the 200-PW-2 OU. This more focused approach was also
discussed on April 23, 2001, with EPA and Ecology staff representatives during the annual
review of 200 Area work scope priorities. As a result of this meeting, Ecology agreed that the
assessment of the 216-A-37-1 Crib and 207-A South Retention Basin RCRA TSD units (from
the 200-PW-4 General Process Waste Group) may be addressed as part of the 200-PW-2 OU
work plan to accelerate the investigation of all process waste-type RCRA TSD units. A separate
Sampling and Analysis Plan will be prepared for these two RCRA TSD units; the
implementation of which will be integrated with the 200-PW-2 RI. Furthermore, the TSD units
will also be incorporated into subsequent RVES documents under the 200-PW-2 OU.
Incorporating these TSD’s into the 200-PW-2 work plan provides further justification for
requesting modification of the existing M-20 milestones to allow for coordination of field
activities, and to be consistent with the 200-PW-2 proposed milestone identified as M-15-43C in
the attached M-15-00-06 TPA change request.

As aresult of a June 20, 2001, meeting held with Ecology, ™" will transmit the final draft
200-PW-2 work plan, along with a draft Tri-Party Agreement Change Request signed by RL
‘proposing the interim milestones under M-15 to complete the pre-ROD investigation of the 200-
PW-2 OU. Additionally, RL will accept a Tri-Party Agreement commitment to transmit two
draft change requests to both EPA and Ecology by August 31, 2001. The first change request
will propose modification of M-20 (both the major milestone and the associated interim
milestones), and the second will propose modifying M-13-00L (submit three 200 Area NPL work
plans by December 31, 2001).

The M-13-00L change request will begin to align the remaining M-13 series Tri-Party Agreement
milestones with RL’s alternate baseline approach. This focuses on completing 12 of the 22
remaining OU assessments by 2008 in order to obtain the data necessary to establish a framework
of remedial decisions. These decis 1. {to the )0 Area non-tank farm-related
OUs.

If you have any questions, please contact Alex Teimouri, RL Regulatory Compliance and
Analysis Division, (509) 376-6222, or Bryan Foley, RL Environmental Restoration Division
(509) 376-7087.

Sincerely, :

%/v%%v

Joel Hebdon, Director
RCA:AET Regulatory Compliance and Analysis Division

Attachments

cc: See Page 3
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cc w/o attach:

B. H. Ford, BHI

M. J. Graham, BHI

C. D. Wittreich, BHI

R. Gay, CTUIR

R. R. Skinnarland, Ecology
R.F. Stanley, Ecology

J. S. Hertzel, FHI

O. S. Kramer, FHI

E. Murphy-Fitch, FHI

T. M. Martin, HAB

P. Sobotta, NPT

M. L. Blazek, Oregon Energy
R.Jim, YN

cc w/attach:
J. Price, Ecol. 7

D. R. Sherwouu, EPA
T " Treichel FM-442





















Sectiony

Page/
Comment | Paragraph/ Comment
# Sentence

Response: No change. This is intended as a general depiction to explain the meamng of the vertical lines
and is consistent with the way this has b~~~ represented in other documen*~

40. Figure 3-14 | It may be useful to show “Ringold Unit A” au vu wic same level immediately
below the solid line dividing the formation, as on this figure it straddles the
dashed line designating the water table and could be con~*=~

Response: Accepted.

41. Figure 3-14 | The two small shaded polygons are not expaaied in the legena and it is not
Figure 3-15 | clear what they represent.

Response: No change. As discussed in note #4 and as shown by the coloration scale in the legend, the two
small polygons represent lenses of medium level contamination found within the H2. Note: This is found
only on Fi~-~ 3-14.

42, Section 5.1 This statement is too broad:

“By applying CERCLA authority concurrently with RCRA closure
and corrective action requirements through integration, cleanup will
be addressing all (italics added for emphasis) regulatory and
environmental obligations at this OU as effectively and efficiently as
possible.”

The paragraph doesn’t mention MTCA, therefore, it can’t be stated that all
regulatory obligations have been met.

Response: Accepted. Both CERCLA and RCRA authorities for cleanup inc.._z the obligation 1o perform
remedial and corrective actions in compliance with MTCA requirements. MTCA requirements are
CERCLA ARARs (applicable in this case). RCRA includes compliance with MTCA requirements by way
of WAC 173-303-610 (MTCA cleanup levels) for RCRA TSD closures and ~646 for RCRA corrective
actions. However, in light of this comment, MTCA will be added to Section 5.1 to specify MTCA as an
example of requirements that will be complied with. The sentence will read: “By applying CERCLA
authority concurrently with RCRA closure and corrective action requirements through integration, cleanup
will be addressing all regulatory and environmental obligations at this OU, including compliance with
MTCA, as effectively and efficiently as possible.”

43. Figure 3-16 | The conceptual model includes biotic uptake, and or = waste sites
Appendix B | (UPR-200-W-163) was generated by biotic uptake. 1 ngplanis
. therefore deficient because it doesn’t address characterization of this
secondary release mechanism. The Department of Ecology has previously

discussed with DOE that a comprehensi ct 1ssessment
is required for the 200 Area. Discussions art er o define
that approach. Accordingly, the Department or rco! quire

revision of Appendix B this time. The existing stater  ~ on page 3-24 is
sufficient to address this comment, and no revision oi we Work Plan is
requested.

Response: Acknowiedged.

Dept. of Ecology Comments 7 05/14/01
Draft A 200-PW-2 RI/FS Work Plan and TSD Unit SAP DOE/RL-2000-60
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and Process Waste RCRA TSD unit sampling plan includes a project schedule with target project milestones. Based on
this work plan schedule, the following interim milestones are proposed under the Tri-Party Agreement to implement the
activities for the RI/FS process for this OU:

e M-15-43A: Complete 200-PW-2 QU Field Work through Sample Collection and Analysis — September 30, 2003

e M-15-43B: Submit 200-PW-2 OU Draft A Remedial Investigation Report to Ecology — June 30, 2004

o M-15-43C: Submit 200-PW-2 OU Draft A Feasibility Study/Process Waste Closure Plans and Draft A Proposed
Plan/Permit Modification to Ecology — December 31, 2005.

These interim milestone dates are consistent with the major milestone M-15-00C to complete the 200 Area operable unit
RI/FS process by 2008but the completion date for proposed Interim Milestone M-15-43C exceeds the completion date for
the associated M-20 major milestone. Since a Major Milestone is impaci  a Class | Tri-Party Agreement Change
Request will be developed and wilf require public review/comment. In the spirit of good faith negotia  1s, a formal
commitment for completion of the Class | Change Request will be formalized and agreed to as Tri-Party Agreement
commitment

Submit Draft Class | Change Requests addressing the
impact to Tri-Party Agreement Major Milestone M-20 and M-13-00 August 31, 2001




