


WMA C RFI Report Meeting Notes
February 23, 2016

The other set of comments and responses discussed at this meeting had not been discussed in prior
meetings but had also been the topic of an email exchange before this meeting:

e Email from Cynthia L. Tabor, WRPS, “Next Set of WMA RFI Comments,” dated February 3, 2016,
containing an initial set of proposed responses to select Ecology comments on the RFl report
BRA.

e Email from Cynthia L. Tabor, WRPS, “Next Set of WMA RFI Comments,” dated February 22, 2016,
which provides updated responses to the same comments contained in the February 3, 2016 email,
based on intermediate feedback from Ecology that is captured in this February 22, 2016 email from
Ms. Tabor.

ich of the four emails listed above has been entered into the HFFACO Administrative Record.

As _ of the discussion of the comn 1ts, en led clarifications to the commen and proposed
responses is provided below. Additionally, a summary of the discussion regarding comments for which
proposed responses were tentatively accepted or partially accepted is attached to these meeting notes
in tabular format. Note that the fourth column in this table refers, as needed, to the relevant emails
described above.

e The attendees tentatively agreed to the proposed resolutions for the following comments pending
their incorporation into the revised WMA C RFI Report and BRA:

- WMA CRFI Report: Damon 15, 18, 21, 31

- BRA: Damon 6, 9, 15, 40, 53, 57.

e The attendees tentatively agreed to the proposed resolution for BRA Damon 12, pending

modification and Ecology review of the revised Figure 3-1.

¢ The attendees tentatively agreed to the following regarding BRA Damon 38: The proposed re 15e
is divided into five sections. Ecology tentatively agreed to the proposed resolutions for BRA Damon

38 (4) and BRA Damon 38 (5) pending incorporation into the revised documentation. The parties

tentatively agreed to the following changes to the proposed resolutions for the remaining sections

of BRA Damon 38:

- BRA Damon 38 (1): Add the words of the proposed response to the text of the BRA.

- BRA Damon 38 (2): Rephrase the proposed rewrite to state “However, it is less than the arsenic
concentration given in the Department of Ecology’s Memo related to arsenic soil CUL at
Hanford.” (06-11-2013)

- BRA Damon 38 (3): modify Table 3-14 to add a column for the basis for the EPC, to parallel
Table 3-2.

¢ The attendees tentatively agreed to the following changes to proposed resolutions, pending
incorporation into the revised WMA C RFI Report and BRA:

- WMA C RFI Report Damon 6, BRA Damon 5, and BRA Damon 45: Additional clarification is
needed regarding elimination of constituents deeper than 15 ft due to lack of toxicity data. Add
footnote to supporting document Evaluation of Phase 2 Characterization Data at Waste
Management Area C (RPP-RPT-57218) Table 8-1 and explanatory text (e.g., in Section 3.5 of the
BRA)rega ng the implications of the lack of toxicity data on risk uncertainties.

e The attendees agreed to hold the following comments open:

- WMA C RFI Report: Damon 8: The attendees tentatively agreed to the portion of the proposed

resolution regarding dermal contact, pending incorporation into the documentation. However,
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the parties agreed to hold this comment open until Ecology concerns about ingestion of
contaminated groundwater are more fully addressed.

- WMA CRFI Report: Damon 33, Dam 34, Damon 35, Damon 38, Damon 39, Damon 40, Damon
41, Damon 42: Similar to WMA C RFI Report Damon 46 and 47 (as documented in WMA C RFI

iport meeting notes from January 21, 2016), the attendees agreed to hold these comments
open until DOE addresses the concerns reflected in the comments, regardless of whether those
concerns are addressed in WMA C documentation or 200-BP-5 Operable Unit documentation.

- BRA: [ non17: The attendees ten ively agreed to the portion of the proposed resolution
regarding dermal contact, pending incorporation into the documentation. However, the parties
agreed to hold this comment open until Ecology concerns about ingestion of contaminated
groundwater are more fully addressed.

¢ The meeting attendees agreed to defer discussion of the following comments to future meetings
imarily due to time constraints:
-  WMA CRFI Report: Damon 11, Damon 19, Damon 20, and Damon 45.
- BRA: Damon 14, mon 16, and Damon 18.

EXPECTATIONS, AGREEMENTS, AND ACTIONS: The attendees discussed an expectation expressed by
Mr. Barnes in the January 21, 2016 meeting. The expectation is documented in the tables below.
Separate tables below document agreements and actions. The attendees modified Action 2015-10-28-2
for clarification.

NEXT MEETING: Due to time constraints, there was no discussion of when to hold the next meeting.

- -~ . . LUI— 1 IUJ\-\.L iviai Ius(—l \Jlsl 'uldre) _Date
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Ecology Project Manager (print) Ecology Project Manager (signature) Date
" bAIE eXPECIATIONS

01/23/2016 | 1. Mr. Barnes expressed his expectation that if the revised WMA C RFI Report refers to
200-BP-5 documentation to address groundwater conditions, the 200-BP-5 remedial
investigation report should first be finalized.
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