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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONAGENCY
REGION 10 H,  ORD PROJECT OFFICE
712 SWIFT BOULEVARD, SUITE 5
RIC  AND, WASHINGTON 99352

June 18, 1993

Ron Hinz ! CORF >
1808 Riverside Drive ) ¢ f A:/
West Richland, Washington 99352 \\ 4c<

Re: Riverland Expedited Response Action Proposal Commen™
Response

Dear Mr. Hinz:

Thank you for taking the time to review and comment on the
Riverland Expedited Response Action (ERA) proposal.

Your comments indicated a concern related to the cost of
this project relative to the environmental risk. The U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) agrees that the costs
appear to be high for the magnitude of this project. However, it
should be noted that the cos of the cleanup alternatives also
included a landlord cleanup of physical hazards. The landlord
cleanup portion accounts for $85,000 or nearly one-third of the
cost of the project. The EPA and the Washington State Department

pvy of Ecology (Ecology) do not support and do not have the authority
T concerning the landlord cleanup. The EPA and Ecology therefore,

= have eliminated this portion from the proposal. The U.S.

) Department of Energy (DOE) ly choose to complete this work

P outside the scope of the EF to facilitate land transfer.

T

Py EPA and Ecology recognized early on in the clean up program
= at Hanford that the cost of doing business was extremely high.

In 1990, EPA and Ecology conducted a cost evaluation project to
review the DOE program and determine why costs are so high. The
"Cost Evaluation Project" provided recommendations to assist DOE
in controlling costs. In addition, DOE is currently implementing
recommendations from the schedule optimization study that may
result in efficiencies as well as reduced costs to the clean up
program. EPA and Ecology will continue to work with DOE to
develop cost control measures needed to perform work at Hanford
in an efficient manner.

A limited sampling program was initiated to determine if
contaminants were present in the various waste units located i
the 100-IU-1 Operable Unit. As indicated in the Engineering
Evaluation/Cosi Analysis (EE/CA), contaminants above regulator
concern were found at two waste sites in the operable unit. I
should be noted the sampling program was limited in scope and
developed to only determine the nature of the contamination an
not the extent.
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The three parties have agreed to use the observational
approach (i.e., characterize as you go) to determine the extent
of contamination. This is rticularly important for the drain
field from the riverland rail wash pit.

The other alternative the three agencies are faced with to
determine the extent of contamination is by performing an
intensive sampling program. Past history has shown that removal
of the waste is the more economical solution.

Therefore, to be consistent with the objective of the ERA to
allow for a land release, { e EPA and Ecology are supportin the
DOE's alternative detailed in the EE/CA excluding the landlord
cleanup.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (509) 376-
8631.

Sincerely,

D

Dennis A. Faulk
Environmental Scientist

cc: Becky Austin, WHC
Jack Donnelly, Ecoloc
Mary Getchell, Ecoloc
Paul Pak, DOE
Administrative Record (Riverland ERA)
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