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ASTM
DOE
DOE .
DOH
DQA
DQO
U
DVZ. FRI
Ecology
EPA
FSP
FP
GIS
GPS
HASP
HASQARD
HEIS
ICP-1
LCS
MB
MDL
MS
MTC
NA
ou

Pb

PD
PbHAsQO,4
QA
QAP
QC

;

RPD
RSD

Acronyms and Abbreviations

acre(s)

arsenic

American Society for Testing and Materials
U.S. Department of Energy

DOE Richland Operations Office
Washington State Department of Health
data quality assurance

data quality objective

decisic unit

Deep Vadose Zone Applied Field Research Initiative
Washington State Department of Ecology
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Field Sampling Plan

fundamentals parameter

geographical information system

Global Positioning System

Health and Safety Plan

Hanford Analytical Services Quality Assurance Requirements Documents
Hanford Environmental Information System
inductively coupled plasma mass spectroscopy
laboratory contrc  sample

method blank

method detection limit

matrix spike

Model Toxics Control Act

not applicable

operable unit

lead

percent difference

lead arsenate, acidic form

quality assurance

Quality Assurance Project Plan

quality control

remedial investigation

r itive percent difference

relative standard deviation
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RL
SAP
SD
SRM
TPA
VSP
WAC
WCH
WIDS
XRF

.ol t
s¢ Hling and analysis plan
standard deviation
standard reference material
Tri-]  ty Agreement
Vis ¢ p Plan (software tool)
Washington Administration Code
Washington Closure Hanford, Incorp: ited
Waste Information Data System

X-ray 1 orescence
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