
STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY 
3100 Port of Benton Blvd• Richland, WA 99352 • (509) 372-7950 

September 17, 2007 

Ms. Stacy L. Charboneau 
Richland Operations Office 
United States Department of Energy 
P.O. Box 550, MSIN: A3-04 
Richland, Washington 99354 

007393 

Re: Department of Ecology Rejection of the Waste Site Reclassification Forms and Supporting ~~ ~ y 
Documentation for the 128-H-2 and 128-H-3 Burning Grounds . 60~ ? ~I/ 
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Dear Ms. Charboneau: 

Ecology has completed our review of the referenced documents. We reject these documents 
based on the following reasons. 

In March 2006, we received Confirmatory Sampling Work Instructions for both the 128-H-2 and 
128-H-3 Burning Grounds for review. The sampling design proposed by the United States 
Department of Energy (USDOE) for the 128-H-2 site included four test pits and one test trench. 
The sampling design proposed for the 128-H-3 site included several samples in one test trench. 
Proposed sample analyses included pesticides, polychlorinated biphenyls, semi-volatile organic 
analysis, total petroleum hydrocarbons, inductively coupled plasma metals, mercury, volatile 
organic analysis, hexavalent chromium, and asbestos. Since that time, we do not believe that 
sufficient additional data have been collected to warrant a change in status rrom "confirmatory 
sampling" to "rejected." 

The proposed reclassifications are not consistent with Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 
173-340-350 as necessary to select clean-up actions. USDOE is required to conduct 
"investigations to adequately characterize the areal and vertical distribution and concentrations 
of hazardous substances in the soil due to the release [WAC 173-340-350 (7)(c)(iii)(B)]" and to 
provide "a description of and sufficient sampling [ emphasis added] to define the location, 
quantity, areal and vertical extent, concentration within and sources of release [WAC 173-340-
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· Although geophysical data indicate a lack of geophysical anomalies at these sites, there is 
enough uncertainty surrounding the uses of these sites that the collection of analytical data is 
necessary to support a decision. Historical documentation, including information from the 100-

. H Area Technical Baseline Report, Waste Information Data System, and verification by a past 
employee indicate that these sites were used for waste disposal. 

Consequently, we are not able to approve reclassification of these sites at this time. If there are 
any questions, contact me at 509-372-7921. · 
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-'J.B. Price · 
Project Manager 
Nuclear Waste Program 
Lead Regulatory Agency 
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cc: Chris Smith, USDOE 
Loma Dittmer, WCH 
Stuart Harris, CTUIR 
Gabriel Bohnee, NPT 
Russell Jim, YN 
Susan Leckband, HAB 
Ken Niles, ODOE 
Administrative Record: 100-HR-2 
Environmental Portal 


