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1:30 - 1:45 p.m,

1:45 - 4:00 p.m.

4:00 - 4:15 p.m.

4:15 - 4:30 p.m.

100/300 Area Unit Manager Meeting
September 9, 2010
Washington Closure Hanford Building
2620 Fermi Avenue, Richland, WA 99354
Room €209; 1:30-4:30 p.m.

Administrative:

o Approval and signing of previous meeting minutes (August 2010)
o Update to Action Items List
o Next UMM (10/14/2010, Room C209)
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Note: Each session is estimated at 5 to 15 minutes,

100-F & 100-IU-2/6 Areas (Mike Thompson/Jamie Zeisloft)

100-D & 100-H Areas (Jim Hanson/Tom Post/Joanne Chance)

100-N Area (Joanne Chance, Rudy Guercia, Mike Thompson)

100-K Area (Jim Hanson, Jamie Zeisloft, Ellen Dagon, Steve Balone)

100-B/C Area (6Greg Sinton, Tom Post)

300 Area - 618-10/11 exclusively (Chris Smith)

300 Area (Mike Thompson/Chris Smith/Rudy Guercia)

Regulatory Closeout Documents Overall Schedule (John Neath, Mike Thompson)
Mission Completion Project (John Sands)

0O 0 0O 0 0O 0o 0o o0 o

Special Topics/Other

o 5-Year Record of Decision Action Item Update (Jim Hanson)
o Annual Institutional Controls evaluation (Jamie Zeisloft)

Ad journ
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Long, Heather A

From: Hadley, Karl A

Sent: Thursday, September 09, 2010 4:25 PM

To: Long, Heather A

Subject: FW: 100/300 Area Executive Session (Sept 9, 2010)
fyi

————— Original Message-----

From: French, Mark [mailto:Mark.Frencherl.doe.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, September 08, 2010 3:35 PM

To: Hadley, Karl A

Cc: Neath, John P; Smith, Chris

Subject: RE: 100/300 Area Executive Session (Sept 9, 2010)

Neath has the lead on this but was out sick today. TIf he's gone again
tomorrow I recommend just canceling the executive session. I will be on
leave the rest of the week so Chris will be acting and he'll let you know
if Neath is here or not.

Mark S. French
Federal Project Director
373-9863

————— Original Message-----

From: Hadley, Karl A [mailto:} 1adley@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Thursday, September 02, 2010 12:39 PM

To: French, Mark; Ayres, Jeffrey M; Balone, Steven; Bond, Fredrick W;
Bryson, Dana; aboy46l@ecy.wa.gov; buelow.laura@epamail.epa.gov; Chance,
Joanne; Charboneau, Briant; Clark, Cliff; Dagan, Ellen;
einan.davideepamail.epa.gov; gadbois. ™ irrye@epam: .epa.gov; Goswami, Dib;
Guel La, Rudolph; guzzetti.christopher@eepamail.¢_  .gov; Hanson, ( nes;
Huckaby, Alisa D; Jones, Mandy; lobos.rode@epamail.epa.gov; Menard, Nina;
Morse, John; Neath, John; Rochette, Elizabeth; Sands, John; Seiple,
Jacqueline; Sinton, Gregory; Smith, Douglas; Smith-Jackson, Noe'lL;
Thompson, Kenneth; Zeisloft, Jamie; Ceto, Nicholas

Cc: Long, Heather A

Subject: 100/300 Area Executive Session (Sept 9, 2010)

Attached is the draft Executive Session agenda for your input.

The meeting is scheduled for September 9, 2010, from 1:00 p.m. to 1:30 p.m.
preceding the 100/300 Area Unit Manager Meeting scheduled for the same day
starting at 1:30 p.m.

If no agenda items are received by Wednesday for the executive session a
1



meeting cancellation notice will be sent for your convenience.

I have also attached the meeting minutes from the August meeting.

Thanks,

Karl Hadley
372-9331
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CLOSURE REQUEST FOR STAGING PILE/SORTING CELLS AT 118-H-1:1 Page 1 of 2

AWCH Document Control 1 5 2 8 6 2

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent:  Wednesday, August 18, 2010 7:53 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: CLOSURE REQUEST FOR STAGING PILE/SORTING CELLS AT 118-H-1:1

Please provide a chron number. This email documents a regulatory approval.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
V" Tiington Closure Hanford
521-5326

:s, Mandy (ECY) [mailto:mjon461@ECY.WA.GOV]

day, August 17, 2010 5:05 PM

ssig, Daniel G

. Robin; Chance, Joanne C; Landon, Roger J; Wilkinson, Stephen G; Menard, Nina
suugeun nE: CLOSURE REQUEST FOR STAGING PILE/SORTING CELLS AT 118-H-1:1

Dan, ~ logy concurs that you are no longer using the staging piles at 118-H-1:1 and that all waste has been
remo . We concur that the staging piles are closed and the sorting cells will be further evaluated using
v fication sampling and closed under the forthcoming CVP.

Any soil contamination ues that remain within the sorting cells will be further evaluated and addressed
through the verification sampling and details within the CVP.

Thank you for formally documenting this agreement. Please add this agreement to the meeting minutes at the
September UMM.

Thanks,
Mandy

From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Tue 8/17 110 1:07 PM

To: Jones, Mandy (ECY)

Cc: Varljen, Robin (ECY); Chance, Joanne C; Landon, Roger J; Wilkinson, Stephen G
Subject: CLOSURE REQUEST FOR STAGING PILE/SORTING CELLS AT 118-H-1:1

Hi Mandy, I'd like to request Ecology approval to close the sorting cells (SCs) at 118-H-1 from a staging pile
perspective as described in Section 4.5.2 of the 100 Area Remedial Design Report/Removal Action Work Plan
(RDR/RAWP), DOE/RL-96-17, Rev. 6. The RDR/RAWP requires that staging piles must be closed in accordance
with provisions of 40 CFR 264.258(a) and 40 CRF 264.111, or 40 CFR 265.258(a) and 40 CFR 265.111. 40 CFR
264.258(a) and 40 CFR.265.258(a) require, "At closure, the owner or operator must removed or ¢ ontaminate all
waste residues, contaminated containment system components (finers, etc.), contaminated subsoils and
structures and equipment contaminated with waste and leachate and manage them as hazardous waste unless §

8/18/2010









RE: Proposed 132-H-1_132-H-3 Stockpile Area (Take 2) Page 1 of 4

153051

AWCH Document Control

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Wednesday, September 01, 2010 2:02 PM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: Proposed 132-H-1_132-H-3 Stockpile Area (Take 2)

Attachments: 132-H-1_132-H-3 Stockpile.PDF

Please provide a chron number (and include the attachment). This email documents a regulatory approval.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Post, Thomas [mailto:Thomas.Post@rl.doe.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 2010 9:21 AM

To: Jones, Mandy; Laurenz, Julian E

Cc: Martin, David W; Saueressig, Daniel G; Cone, Nels B
Subject: RE: Proposed 132-H-1_132-H-3 Stockpile Area (Take 2)

Julian,
I concur as well. Sorry, I’ve been out the past few days.
Thanks.

Tom

From: Jones, Mandy (ECY) [mailto:mjon461@ECY.WA.GOV]
Sent: Monday, August 30, 2010 1:33 PM

To: Laurenz, Julian E; Post, Thomas

Cc: Martin, David W; Saueressig, Daniel G; Cone, Nels B
Subject: RE: Proposed 132-H-1_132-H-3 Stockpile Area (Take 2)

Julian, thank you for the follow up information.

Ecology has reviewed WCH’s proposal for a staging pile area for the 132-H-1 and 132-H-3 waste sites. If DOE is
in agreement, Ecology is prepared to approve your suggested staging pile as identified on the drawing provided
August 25th, 2010.

Please ensure that this staging pile is operated in accordance with the Section 4.5.2 in the RDR/RAWP for the
100 Area, DOE/RL-96-17, Rev 6. Additionally, please ensure that all contaminants of concern for 132-H-1 and
132-H-3 are carried forward into the verification sampling plan for this staging pile location.

Please have this agreement captured in the 100/300 Area UMM minutes along with the updated civil drawing,
which clearly identifies the staging pile location.

Let me know if you have any questions.

9/1/2010
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KEAJUES L HU AL 102-U-1 TU THE TUU-D ATK MONTTORING PLAN Page | of 2

AWCH Document Control

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent:  Tuesday, August 17,2010 2:11 PM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: REQUEST TO ADD 132-D-1 TO THE 100-D AIR MONITORING PLAN

Please provide a chron number. This email documents a regulatory approvai.

Thanks,

{ 1Sauverc g

FR Environmentai Project Lead
Washington Closu  Hanford
521-5326

as, Mandy (ECY) [mailto:mjon461@ECY.WA.GOV]

iy, August 13, 2010 7:37 AM

ssig, Daniel G

, Robin; Post, Thomas C; Wilkinson, Stephen G; Landon, Roger J

\E: REQUEST TO ADD 132-D-1 TO THE 100-D AIR MONITORING PLAN

Dan, thank you for the information on the 100-D Air Monitoring Plan, we ook forward to reviewing the revised
version.

support the startup of work at 132-D-1 waste site Ecology provides approval to add the 132-D-1 waste
I D Air Monitoring Plan.

P e document this agreement in the September UMM, as the revised AMP will likely not be reviewed and
approved by that time.

Thank you,
r i

From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Tht  12/2010 10:15 AM

To: Jones, Mandy (ECY)

Cc: Varlien, Robin (ECY); Post, Thomas C; Wilkinson, Stephen G; Landon, Roger ]
Subject: REQUEST TO ADD 132-D-1 TO THE 100-D AIR MONITORING PLAN

Hi Mandy, I've got the revision to the 100-D air monitoring plan almost ready for DOE review and then it will be
shared with Ecology. The project has requested that Ecology approve inclusion of the 132-D-1 into the existing
air monitoring plan for 100-D via email and documented at the UMM while the revision to the entire document
gets finalized. They need to start working at 132-D-1 by August 26, 2010 in order to meet the milestone for 100-
D.

Aitached is the TEDE calculation that was prepared for 132-D-1 (and other sites that are being included in the air
monitoring plan revision). I'd like to request Ecology concurrence to add the 132-D-1 waste site to the 100-D air

8/17/2010




KEWUED L LU AU 152-D-1 1U LHE WU-D ALK MONITORING PLAN Page 2 of 2

g 4 v
152852
monitoring plan now so that work can commence by August 26, 2010. | estimate the revised ¢ monitoring ptan
for 100-D will be sent to Ecology for review by the end of August.

Thanks and give me a call if you have any questions.
Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead

Washington Closure Hanford

521-5326

<<100-D TEDE 7-20-10.pdf>>

8/17/2010













100-D-13 Proposed Staging Area Pa, 3of3
152951

without having to demolish the tank. However, because the tank is 24 feet deep and the sludge level is 18-24 feet
below ground surface, we will not be able to reach the waste without first demolishing the upper portion of the
tank. Our hope would be to direct load this material into an ERDF container; however, we may need to stage t
material first. Therefore, the request for the staging area.

As with 1607-D5, our plan is to start remediating 100-D-13 by mid-June. Therefore, if you feel the area is
acceptable, | would like to get approval by Thursday, June 3.

Thanks,
Julian

<< File: 100-D-13 Proposed Staging Area.PDF >>

8/25/2010









FW: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion Page 1 of 8

(52179 Py

AWCH Document Control ‘5“ -,5) [U
From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Monday, September 13, 2010 2:12 PM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: 100 N Stagii  "Stockpile Expansion

Attachments: ENWO01_Library_20100909120340.PDF; ENWO1_Library_20100909120807.PDF

Please provide a chron number. This email documents a regulatory agreement.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Varljen, Robin (ECY) [mailto:RVAR461@ecy.wa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 9:13 AM

To: Buckmaster, Mark A

Cc: Chance, Joanne C; Saueressig, Daniel G; Menard, Nina; Boyd, Alicia (ECY)
Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Mark,

Thank you for summing up the conversation. As | mentioned yesterday, with Ecology approval you can proceed
with expansion of the staging and stockpile area for 100-N-6, -16 and 128-N-1. This is with the understanding
that the original staging and stockpile area covered portions of 100-N-98 and the surface soil removed for tl
original staging area will be treated as waste and relocated to ERDF. The plan, as | understand i, is to remediate
100-N-98 with 100-N-6, -16 and 128-N-1. 1 look forward to receiving a remediation plan for this addition ~ expect
all four sites will be closed under one verification sampling plan as practicable. You may capture this an.c.idment
to the ¢ nal agreement in the UMM meetii minutes and | would like the WIDS reports for all 4 sites to
reference their co-l  ited and co-remediateu status.

I believe Joanne and | are meeting with the group responsible for planning and coordinating these waste sites,
relative to location and scheduling, on Monday afternoon. | would welcome your perspective at that meeting if
you are available.

| appreciate your pragmatic approach and | look forward to working out these initial “bumps in the road” so we can
all get on with the task at hand.

Robin Varljen
Washington Department of Ecology

Nuclear Waste Program - Cleanup Section
{509) 372-7930

From: Buckmaster, Mark A [mailto:MABUCKMA@wch-rcc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2010 7:17 AM

9/13/2010



FW: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion Page 2 of 8

To: Varljen, Robin (ECY) 1 3 3 1 ‘}’ 4
Cc: Chance, Joanne C; Saueressig, Daniel G )
Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Robin

Based on our mtg yesterday, WCH will proceed with expanding our burn pit stockpiles as originally proposed. In
addition, we will develop a plan for remediation of 100-N-98 and develop a path forward to assure we don't
overlap remediation activities on potential/known waste sites. | you have any questions, please call me.

mark

From: Varljen, Robin (ECY) [mailto:RVAR461@ecy.wa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2010 4:40 PM

To: Chance, Joanne C

Cc: Boyd, Alicia (ECY); Menard, Nina; Buckmaster, Mark A; Walker, . ‘rey L; Wilkinson, Stephen G; Landon,
Roger J; Proctor, Megan L; Boyd, Alicia (ECY); Menard, Nina; Saueressig, Daniel G

Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Joanne,

After reviewing the attached map | feel there may be a problem with the way WCH field remediation is handling
integration, coordination and general planning of the excavation of waste sites at N area. Based on this e-mail
(see below) and the attached map | wonder if there is there some mechanism or process in which WCH is
coordinating which waste sites they begin to excavate and their proximity to other waste sites or potential
waste sites slated for confirmatory or verification sampling? [t appears there is not and should be. Certainly |
would not expect WCH Field Remediation to cover a confirmatory waste site, currently under Ecology review, in
their staging/stockpile area without a discussion.

Please let me know if you will be available to meet me at N on Tuesday morning to discuss this issue fur :r. |
am sure we 1 resolve these issues to everyone’s satisfaction. Please ask WCH not to proceed with further
expansion of staging area or stockpile areas including grubbing, grading or soil movement in these areas until we
can talk.

Thanks,
Robin Varljen

Washing 1 Department of Ecology
Nuclear Waste Program - Cleanup Section
{509) 372-7930

From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2010 3:01 PM

To: Varljen, Robin (ECY)

Cc: Boyd, Alicia (ECY); Menard, Nina (ECY); Buckmaster, Mark A; Walker, Jeffrey L; Wilkinson, Stephen G;
Landon, Ro¢  J; Proctor, Megan L; Chance, Joanne

Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

9/13/2010




FW: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion Page 3 of 8

153179
Robin, we've looked at the new staging pile just approved by you and it doesn't encroach on the 100-N-
98. We have reviewed the WIDS location of 100-N-98 with respect to our original design drawing (0100N-DD-
C0238) for 100-N-6, -16 and 128-N-1 that was approved by Ecology. The 100-N-98 waste site is within the AOC
for 100-N-6, -16 and 128-N-1 and encroaches on a portion of the existing approved staging pile. I've attached a
drawing that overlays 100-N-98 over the other waste sites. It sounds like we may need to address this. Perhaps
we can discuss further when you come out to visit next Tuesday?

Thanks and give me a call if you have any questions or want to discuss further before Tuesday.

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

From:' ljen, Robin (ECY) [mailto:RVAR461@ecy.wa.gov]

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2010 11:04 AM

To: Sauere 3, Daniel G; Chance, Joanne C; Buckmaster, Mark A

Cc: Boyd, Alicia (ECY); M ard, Nina; Buc  )aster, Mark A; Walker, Jeffrey L
Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Thank you Dan. | understand location 2 of 100-N-98, as define in WIDs, is within the boundary of 100-N-6, -16,
and 128-N-1 excavation and will be closed out under the RSVP for those sites. The proposed sam * locations
for the confirmatory work instruction for 100-N-98 are irrelevant to this issue. If your staging area for 100-N-6, -
16, and 128-N-1 encroaches on any of the 100-N-98 waste site, with the exception of location 2, we will need to
address this further.

I am just looking for “yes, we did encroach” or “no we did not encroach and here’s the map showing it”. Both
answers have easy paths forward from the Ecology perspective.

Robin Varljen

Washington Department of Ecology
Nuclear Waste Program - Cleanup Section
(509) 372-7930

From: Saueressig, [ el G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2010 10:17 AM

To: Varljen, Robin (ECY); Chance, Joanne C; Buckmaster, Mark A

Cc: Boyd,. ia (ECY); Menard, Nina (ECY); Buckmaster, Mark A; Walker, Jeffrey L
Subject: F 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Robin, we have not used or even grubbed the expanded staging/stockpile area for 100-N-6, -16 and 128-N-1 and
we won't until this issue gets resolved. We have begun using the staging/stockpile area for 100-N-34. We're
currently pinpointing the 2 confirmatory sampling locations for 100-N-98 in comparison to our excavation designs,
we'll let you know what we find out. As the confirmatory sampling work instructions note, sample location 2 is
within the boundary of 100-N-6.

Thanks,

9/13/2010






FW: 100N Staging/Stockpile Expansion Page 50f 8

From: Varljen, Robin (ECY) [mailto:RVAR461@ecy.wa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, August 19, 2010 8:42 AM

To: Saueressig, Daniel G; Chance, Joanne C; Buckmaster, Mark A
Cc: Boyd, Alicia (ECY); Menard, Nina

Subject: RE: | N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Importance: High

All,

I am concerned 100-N-98 Stained Area #3 is in the footprint of your staging/stockpile expansion for 100-N-6, -16,
and 128-N-1. Please consider my expansion approval “on hold” until we confirm there are no waste sites or
potential waste sites of any kind in the expansion areas. | gave this information to Dan Saueressig via telephone
as soon as | was aware of it. Please contact me with questions or resolutions.

Robin Varljen

Washington Department of Ecology
Nuclear Waste Program - Cleanup Section
{509) 372-7930

From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2010 1:07 PM

To: Chance, . ine C; Buckmaster, Mark A; Varljen, Robin (ECY)
Cc: Boyd, Alicia (ECY)

Subje  RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Thanks everyone. I'll get this into the system and we can document at the next UMM.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressia

F al Project ad
\ sure Hanford
521-5326

From: Chance, Joanne [mailto:Joanne.Chance@rl.doe.gov]
Sent: Wednes: 2010 12:50 PM

To: Buckn ite 2n, Robin

Cc: Saueressig, Daniel G; Boyd, Alicia (ECY)

Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Mark/Robin,

After inspecting the site today with Mark Buckmaster and reviewing the e-mail documentation of your

9/13/2010









FW: 100°'N Staging/Stockpile Expansion Pag

To:  Buckmaster, Mark A
Subject: RE: 100 N Staging/Stockpile Expansion

Mark,

Please confirm that there are no existing waste sites or injection/extraction or monitoring wells in the
requested area.

Have you conducted a survey of the staging pile area to ensure that no cross media transfer or staging
of waste on previous contaminated areas per the RDR/RAWP for the 100-N Area?

Do you intend to use the previously identified area also? It is unclear based on the map for 100-N-14,-
17,-34 if you’ve only stopped the expansion because you ran out of map or if you intend ) use the
previously identified area, which is across the haul road. Please clearly identify all of the area that you
will use as their staging pile.

Thanks,

Robin Varljen

Washington Department of Ecology

Nuclear Waste Program - Cleanup Section

(509) 372-7930

¢ A [mailto:MABUCKMA@wch-rcc.com]

i 1C 7AM
; \lic  ECY)
g 3, Dar G

'Stockpile Expansion

Robin

As we discuss last week, WCH will require additional staging/stockpile areas associated with the two 100 N burn
pit areas. The adc onal area is required to facilitate remediation activities. Attached are two drawings showi
the propo:  expansion areas. Please let me know if you have any questions. We can discuss further during
your next site visit.

mark

<< File: MO980.PDF >>

9/13/2010
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