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Introduction

1.6.3 Canyon Disposition Initiative (CDI)

The CDI project was initiated in 1996
canyon facilities. DOE is using U Pla
proposed plan. It isintended { tthe
other canyon facilities. The CDI.conc
demolishing and burying the d el:
with an ov  ying barrier appe: be
to canyon facilities. Alternatives for fz

- remedial action alternatives. Should in
barrier likely would extend beyond the
coverage of any adjacent facilitv site.
below-grade contamination at  at par
abovegrour structure.

Iresses-the disposition of the five 200 Area CP
yilot to prepare a CDI feasibility study and

>f the U Plant evaluation w  be applied to the
inyon facili s disposition in place instead of

. Based on the initial evaluation, in-place disposal
e. Some1 ilities available for D&D are ad: ent
:moval actions will be consistent with CDI
lisposal with a barrier be chosen for the CDI, @
1building and would include partial or complete
ay negate the need for additional rem  ation of
ite, but would not affect the need for ¢D of the
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3.0 REMOVAL ACTION OBJECTIVES

1is EE/CA's primary purpose is to ana
qualifying CP facilities and to determin
actions would be performed in a manne:
The principal threats to be addresse  arc
cility and contaminated surfaces of ea

e removal action alternatives to address the risks at
emostap )priate removal alternative. Removal

at is protective of human health and the environment.
dioactive hazardous substances associated with each
facility.

- Based on the potential hazards identified in Sections 2.3 and 2.4, the specific removal action

objectives are as follows:

» Reduce or eliminate the potenti: for exposure to hazardous substances above levels that are

a danger to the workers, public, and/

environment.

 Reduce or eliminate the potential for a release of hazardous substances.

o Safely manage ‘:at and/or dispose) waste streams generated by the removal action.

¢ Facilitate an be consistent with futu
of subsurface waste sites and potenti

remediation for the 200 Areas, ihcluding remediation
CDI-based remedial actions.
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in more detail in Section 4.2.1, present-worth analysis is a standard methodology endorsed by the
OMB that allows for a cost comparison of different remedial alternatives where costs are
incurred in different time periods, on the basis of a single cost figure for each alternative (¢ 1B
1992). This single figure, or present worth. is the amount needed to be set aside at the start of
the removal action to ensure that funds w e available  the future as they are needed. ‘
Present-worth (discounted) cost values were calculated using a discount rate of 3.2% (Rodovsky
2000, OMB 1992).

The costs for decontamination and decommissioning-including the foundation to 1 meter below
the surface are greater than the costs for Alternatives 2 and 3.
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