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616 NRDWSF PROJECT MEETING MINUTES 
Project Managers Meeting 
2704HV/G229/600 Area 

Hanford, Washington 

July 26, 2001 

I. Approval of the June 28, 2001 616 NRDWSF Project Meeting minutes 
(Ecology /DOE-RL/FH) 

II. Operational Status 
1. All physical closure activities are complete. 
2. Ecology walk.down of building performed on February 13, 2001, 

confirming visual clean closure standard identified in the closure plan 
were satisfied . 

3. Verbal approval of draft evaluation and unvalidated soil sample data by 
Ecology obtained per telephone conversation on March 5, 2001. 

4. Validated soil sample data transmitted to Ecology on May 9, 2001. 
5. Currently preparing final closure package (including professional engineer 

certification, and owner/operator certification) for official transmittal to 
Ecology. 

III. Project Specific Issues 
A. An evaluation of the 616 NRDWSF Soil Sample Data was provided by FH 

for inclusion in the Proj ect Manager's Meeting minutes and the 
Administrative Record . 

IV. Status of Action Items 
A. No action items to report. 

V. New Action Items 
A. No new action items to report. 

VI. Next Proj ect Meet ing 
A. Next proj ect meet ing is ten tatively scheduled for August 30, 2001. 



., 

EVALUATION OF 616 NONRADIOACTIVE DANGEROUS \VASTE STORAGE 
FACILITY SOIL SAMPLE DATA 

SUMMARY 

Sampling and analysis of 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility (616 NRDWSF) soil has 
been completed in accordance with the 616 NRDWSF closure plan (DOE-RL 1999). The soil sampling 
and analysis activities met closure plan requirements and laboratory anal)tical results are complete and 
useable for making a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 closure decision. 
Analyte concentrations do not exceed clean closure action levels established by the closure plan for th.is 
unit. Therefore, 616 NRDWSF soil qualifies for clean closure without soil removal or forther soil 
sampling. 

SITE SETTING AND BACKGROUND 

The 616 NRDWSF is located in the 600 Area of the Hanford Facility. The 616 NRDWSF operated as a 
final status treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) from 1986 until 1995 storing containerized, 
nonradioactive dangerous waste. 616 NRDWSF operated under the conditions of the Hanford Facility 
Dangerous Waste Permit Application, 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility 
(DOE-RL 1999) and was included in the Hanford facility RCRA Permit (HF RCRA Permit), Part III, 
Chapter 1. Unit operating conditions required documentation and cleanup of any dangerous \Vaste spills. 
During the period of operations, no documented dangerous waste spills occurred to dangerous waste 
storage or loading area surfaces that could have reached soil. 

Before beginning closure activities, the approved closure plan was revised. This revision made 616 
NRDWSF closure more consistent with closures of other Hanford Facility container management units by 
reducing the number of soil samples and by verifying clean closure of structures using visual inspections 
instead of sampling. The revised plan was submitted to Washington State Department of Ecology 
(Ecology) in May 1999 as a Class 3 Modification to the HF RCRA Permit for approval during 
Modification E. 

With Ecology concurrence (Ecology 1999), 61 6 NRDWSF closure activities began in May 2000 in 
accordance with the revised closure plan and were completed in September 2000. Closure acti,ities 
included removal of waste handling equipment, decontamination of indoor and outdoor storage and 
receiving area stmctures, and sampling of unit soil. 

SAMPLING AND ANALYSES REQUIRED BY THE CLOSURE PLAN 

One closure verification sample was required to be taken from surface soils of the french drain 
(Figure 1, Detail 2) . The sampling of french drain soils occurred August 10, 2000. Gravel was removed 
from the bottom of the french drain to the gravel-soil interface to gain access to soils for sampling. 
A description of the sampling activities is in a 6 16 NRDWSF closure log (field logbook). 

The single soil sample was numbered 6 l 6S-3 . Section 11.1.2.4 of the closure plan required the soil sample 
to be analyzed for pH, volatile organic analytes (VOA), semi-volatile organic analytes (semi-VOA), RCRA 
metals, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB), herbicides, pesticides, phosphorous pesticides, cyanide, total 
organic halides (TOX), anions, phenols, and chrome VI. Specific target analytes and the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)-approved analytical method to be used were as agreed to 
during closure plan negotiations and are shown in Table 11-1 , Target Analytes and Detection Levels , 
Appendix A, of the closure plan. 
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616 NRDWSF 
Soil Sample Data Evaluation 

The closure plan also required taking three, field-generated quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) 
samples, consisting of one trip blank, one equipment blank, and one field blank. Trip blank 616S- l was 
analyzed for VOAs . Equipment blank 6 I 6S-2 was analyzed for total metals . Field blank 6 I 6S-4 was 
analyzed for VOAs and semi-VOAs. Narrative on field generated QA/QC sample results is proYided to 
facilitate evaluation of soil sample data. Data from field-generated QC samples are available on request. 

Soil sample analyses were performed by Severn-Trent Anal}tical Laboratory, St. Louis , MO ., and the 
onsite Waste Sampling and Characterization Facility (WSCF) . Severn-Trent analyzed all fi eld-generated 
QA/QC samples. Severn-Trent received all samples \\ithin temperature criteria and holding time. 
Severn-Trent case narrative cites some nonsignificant QC issues (e.g., matrix spike and duplicate 
recoveries for semi-VOAs and metals) . The WSCF analytical conunent report identifies no 
nonconformances or deviations in sample handling and receipt but reported a detection limit increase (from 
25 micrograms/gram to 50 micrograms/gram) on diesel range analysis to account for lo\\. target and 
surrogate compound recoveries. Common laboratory contaminants bis (2-ethyl-hexyl) phthalate and 
dioctyl phthalate were detected in a WSCF laboratory blank. These laboratory QC issues do not 
compromise the usability or reliability of these data in making RCRA closure decisions. 

Sample information is retained under Sampling Authorization Form Number RI00-060 (SMO 2000) . 
Copies of WSCF and Severn-Trent Laboratory laboratory data sheets, laboratory narrative, and the data 
validation report have been submitted to Ecology under separate cover. 

LABORATORY ANALYTICAL DEVIATIONS 

As described in the following sections, some substitutions of anal)tical methods occurred and some 
analyses were omitted. This evaluation demonstrates that these deviations do not compromise the usability 
or completeness of data for making RCRA closure decisions. 

Laboratory Analytical Omissions 

Some analyses specified by the closure plan were not performed on soil sample 6 l 6S-3. The analyses for 
TPH (total petroleum hydrocarbons) and bis (2-ehtylhexyl) phosphoric acid (D2EHP A) identified in Table 
11-1 of the closure plan were omitted. Analyses for TOX and Chrome VI identified in Section 11.1.2.4 of 
closure plan te:-..1: were omitted. Omission of these analyses is justified in the following paragraphs and the 
data package ,viii be considered complete without these analyses. 

TPH analysis is a nonspecific analysis that identifies the presence of petroleum hydrocarbons .in all ranges. 
Generally, where this analysis identifies the presence of petroleum hydrocarbons, further sampling to 

identify specific hydrocarbons is indicated. HO\vever, analyses for all primary hydrocarbon ranges were 
performed as a portion of the initial analysis . These analyses included 'oil and grease' (EPA 423 . l ; 
Severn-Trent; nondetect); diesel range hydrocarbons [Washington Total Petroleum Hydrocarbon {WTPH) 
diesel; WSCF; nondetect] ; gas range hydrocarbons {WTPH gas; WSCF; nondetect) ; and, kerosene range 
hydrocarbons (EPA 8015M; Severn-Trent; nondetected) . Consequently, the TPH general analysis was not 
necessary and the omission does not impact a clean closure decision. 

D2EHP A is a slightly water soluble acid. No record exists of D2EHP A ever having been stored at 
616 NRDWSF or of any spills to soil. In the unlikely event that this constituent ever existed at the unit and 
was released to french drain soil, the constituent reasonably could not have existed in french drain soil to 
the time of sampling. Any D2EHP A already would have been mobilized from the french drain soil by 
natural precipitation that flowed freely from the outdoor loading pads to the french drain from 1995 to 
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616 NRDWSF 
Soil Sample Data Evaluation 

August 2000. Because D2EHP A reasonably cannot be expected to exist in unit soil at detectable levels. 
the omission of analysis for D2EHP A is acceptable and does not impact a clean closure decision. · 

TOX analysis is used to identify organic halides containing chlorine, bromine, and iodine. Analvses for 
VOAs and semi-VOAs were run that ,vould target and report halogenated hydrocarbons includi1~g organic 
halides . No halogenated hydrocarbons were detected in the soil sample. Therefore, the data provided by 
TOX analysis are redundant and would not contribute toward making a clean closure decision. 

Chrome VI analysis is used to differentiate chrome VI from other less toxic forms of chromium 
(e.g ., chrome III). All forms of chromium were quantified in the 'total' chrome concentration for sample 
6 l 6S-3 sho\.rn on Table 1. In the unlikely eYent that all chrome in the total chrome analysis is chrome \'I, 
the concentration still would not exceed the Model Toxic Control Act (MTCA) health-based soil cleanup 
level [Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 173-303-340] for chrome VI identified in Table 1. 
Therefore, omission of this analysis does not prevent making a clean closure decision . 

Laboratory Analytical Method Substitutions 

Analytical methods required in the closure plan (Table 11-1) were used with the following exceptions . 
Severn-Trent reported analyzing herbicides using method 8151 instead of method 8150 and oil and grease 
using method 9070 instead of method 413 .1. Phosphate was analyzed using 365 .1 instead of365.4 . 
2-Butoxyethanol was analyzed using method 8270 instead of method 8015M. Because in all cases, the 
substituted analytical method is an appropriate RCRA [SW-846 (EPA 1992)] method, these substitutions 
are acceptable and analytical results obtained are useable in making a RCRA clean closure decision . 

PERFORMANCE STANDARDS AND ANAL YTE CONCENTRATION SCREENING 
CRITERIA 

The clean closure standard for soil is identified in the closure plan as the greater of an analyte's numeric 
health-based cleanup level calculated using \VAC 173-303-340 (MTCA) Method B fomrnlas (or Method A 
where appropriate) or natural background as established by Hanford Site background study 
95/95 background thresholds (DOE/RL-92-24) . Table I identifies the numeric clean closure level for each 
detected analyte. MTCA health-based levels shO\rn in Table 1 are from the MTCA Cleanup Levels and 
Risk Calculations (CLARC II) (Ecology 1996). Because the unit is located well above groundwater and 
because no documented spills occurred to soil that could threaten groundwater, protection of ground'.vater 
was not a consideration in determining the appropriate MTCA Method B soil cleanup level. Criteria such 
as EPA guidelines and data qualifiers ,Yere considered in evaluating analytical results . 

SUMl\-'IARY OF DETECTED ANALYTES AND COMPARISON TO CLEAN CLOSURE 
LEVELS 

Table 1 identifies significant analyte detections in soil sample 6 l 6S-3 and compares the detected 
concentration to the numeric MTCA health-based cleanup level and to the Hanford Site background 
threshold if available. Table 1 also lists concentration qualifiers assigned during laboratory sample 
analysis and/or during sample validation. 

The analytical laboratories identified a target analyte as detected when the concentration exceeded the 
laboratory method detection level (MDL) and/or the laboratory reporting limit (RL) . The MDL is the 
minimum concentration of a substance that can be measured and reported with 99% confidence that the 
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616 NROWSF 
Soil Sample Data Evaluation 

analyte concentration is greater than zero. The RL is the concentration that the laboratory can, with 
certainty, detect for any sample and is normally 3 to 10 times the MDL. 

PCBs, herbicides, pesticides, phosphorous pesticides, cyanide, and phenols were not detected in the soil 
sample and generally require no further discussion. 

O rganic Analyte Detections 

Table I reports concentrations of acetone and tetrachloroethene (TCE) in soil sample 6 l 6S-3 at slightly 
above detection levels . Both were detected at belo\\ their respective RLs and the results were ]-qualified by 
the laboratory as estimated values because of low concentrations . These are common laboratory chemicals 
and, at these concentrations, most likely are the result of laboratory contamination. Table I shows that the 
as-found concentrations are \Yell below their respective MTCA Method B residential health-based cleanup 
levels . 

Inorganic Analyte Detections--Metals and Anions 

Metals . Nickel, copper, zinc, chromium, manganese, strontium, vanadium, lead, and barium were detected 
above RL and are listed in Table 1. All, except strontium, have established Hanford Site background 
thresholds that were not exceeded and so require no further evaluation. Strontium has no background 
threshold but was E-qualified and is well below the MTCA Method B cleanup level. 

Arsenic, beryllium, cadmium, and mercury were reported at very low concentrations that exceeded MDL 
but were less than RL. All these have MTCA cleanup levels but are not listed in Table l because the 
highest RL is still below the lowest (most stringent) MTCA cleanup level. 

Aluminum, calcium, titanium, magnesium, zirconium, cobalt, iron, lithium, potassium, sodium, and silicon 
were detected above RL but are not listed in Table l. None of these hm·e MTCA health-based cleanup 
levels . All have Hanford Site background thresholds, none of which were exceeded. In elemental form, 
these are significant constituents of normal, noncontaminated soil and are not WAC 173-303 dangerous 
waste constituents. 

Anions. Nitrate, phosphate, and sulfate \\"ere detected and are listed in Table 1. All have Hanford sitewide 
background threshold values, none of w-hich were exceeded. 

General Chemistry Detections 

Total Organic Carbon (TOC) . Table 1 identifies TOC detected at 1, 120 parts per million . TOC analysis 
is a nonspecific analysis for total carbon that is used to identify the need for further sampling for specific 
organic anal)tes . TOC itself is not a WAC 173-303 dangerous ,,.-aste constituent and has no MTCA 
cleanup level. Comprehensive analysis for a broad suite of organic compounds was performed during 
initial sample analysis with no detections . 

TOC analysis reports all carbon, including simple bases, sugars, and chlorophyll from common 
environmental sources such as plant and animal matter. The closure logbook notes that immediately before 
sampling, a well established rodent' s nest of vegetation that contained animal offal and debris was removed 
from the french drain. This nest is a likely source for carbon-bearing constituents not related to complex, 
organic dangerous waste compounds. 

T otal Phosphorous . Total phosphorous, Chemical Abstract Service (CAS) number 7723-14-0, ,vas 
reported at 644 parts per million. This is greater than the reporting limit shO\m in the closure plan 
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616 NRDWSF 
Soil Sample Data Evaluation 

(Table 11-1) of 10,000 parts per billion. Ho\-vever, phosphorous has no direct bearing on WAC 173-303 
dangerous waste regulations and no basis exists for regulating in-situ site soil because of phosphorous . 
Phosphorous is not a WAC 173-303 dangerous \Yaste constituent. No MTCA cleanup level exists for 
phosphorous. No formal Hanford Site background threshold exists for phosphorous . Phosphorous would 
not cause soil to be regulated as a WAC 173-303 dangerous \Vaste if removed for disposal. 

Phosphorous ·can be found in several different fom1s under this CAS number: red, white, and amorphous. 
Toxicity information for purposes of regulation as dangerous waste under WAC 173-303 exists in the 
Registry of Toxic Effects for Chemical Substances (RTECS) only for phosphorous - \\·hite. Ho\\"ever, 
because the RTECS 'toxicity criteria' (LD50 Oral Rat) for phosphorous - white is so high (3 ,030,000 parts 
per million), phosphorous has no WAC 173-303-100 'toxicity category' and so will not designak as 
dangerous waste. 

The soil sample \Vas analyzed for phosphorous compounds without detection and was analyzed for 
phosphorous pesticides to the degree required by the closure plan . Consequently, the total phosphorous 
concentration likely does not signify the presence of other such compounds . However, other possib le 
sources of phosphorous in french drain soil could exist. Animal bones and teeth (i.e. , from rodents that 
nested in the french drain) are high in phosphorous (Hawleys 1993). Volcanic ash from recent and past 
emptions of Mount St. Helens and Mount Mazama can contain phosphorous oxides (P2Os) in the low 
percent ·weight (.2%)(USGS 1991) and is deposited in surface and near-surface layers of Hanford Site soil. 
If existing in french drain soil, such ash could be reported in a total phosphorous analysis in the very high 

parts per million . 

Field Quality Control Sample Results 

4-Methyl-2-pentanone (hexone) and acetone were reported in trip blank 616S-l and in fi eld blank 616S-4 . 
Di-n-butyl phthalate was reported in field blank 616S-4. These analytes are common laboratory 
contaminants that, except for acetone, were not detected in soil sample 616-3 and so are not identified in 
Table 1. Phthalates at levels less than I 00 parts per million are common laboratory contaminants. Hexone 
is also a common laboratory chemical used in sample extraction processes and so reasonably can be 
considered a laboratory artifact. 

CONCLUSIONS 

616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility Soil can be Clean Closed 

The 616 NRDWSF soil sampling activity met closure plan requirements. Target anal)tes either \Yere not 
detected or \Yere reported at or near laboratory reporting levels. All anal)te concentrations were well below 
the clean closure standard for 616 NRDWSF soil of Hanford Site background and/or MTCA Method B 
residential, health-based cleanup levels . Because sample data demonstrate that 616 RDWSF soil 
contains no contamination above clean closure criteria, the unit soil qualifies for clean closure under the 
provisions of the closure plan, Section ILK of the HF Pem1it, and WAC 173-303-610, without soil removal 
or further soil sampling. 

Sampling Activity Deviations Do Not Require Permit Modification 

As described earlier in this evaluation, some substitutions of analytical methods occurred and some 
analyses were omitted. This evaluation demonstrates that these deviations do not compromise the usability 
or completeness of data for making RCRA closure decisions . In accordance with Section 11 .K.6 of the HF 
RCRA Permit, deviations from a TSD unit closure plan that do not impact overall closure strategy but 
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616 NRDWSF 
Soil Sample Data E\'aluation 

provide equivalent results will be documented in the TSO unit-specific operating record and made available 
to Ecology upon request. Modification of the closure plan to reflect such deviations is not required. 
Because the described deviations do not impact the 616 NRDWSF clean closure strategy and because the 
soil sampling activity provided equivalent results, this data evaluation will be added to the 616 NRDWSF 
TSD unit operating record and provided to Ecology. The closure plan is acceptable without modification 
to include these deviations. 

Fate of Containerized French Drain Gravel 

Three 55-gallon (208-liter) drnms containing gravel removed from the french drain currently are staged at 
the site. The regulatory status of this gravel is detem1ined by french drain soil sample 616S-3 that 
demonstrates this soil is nonregulated. Based on 6 l 6S-3 analytical results , the gravel also will be 
considered nonregulated and will be returned to the french drain. 

010726.0823 6 



2 
0 ..... 
N 

°' 0 
00 
N 
w 

1 tt 4 In. Min. 
2 ft O In. Max. 

4 In. PVC Pipe 
(Perforated) 

Locking Drain Plug 
(Se(i Detail 1) 
Typical for 2 

-~ French Drain 
.,../-\ (See Detall 2) 

.,.. ' I 
I 

10 tt 

112 In. - 2 112 In. Clean 
Gravel or Rock 

Detail 3 
Sewage Disposal Drain Field 

Trench Grating 

Concrete Pad 

Key Lock 

Locked Cover 
Plate 

Drain Plug ~ To French Drain 

Detail 1 
Locking Drain Plug 

Concrete Cover 
Perforated Concrete 
Pipe 

Gravel 2 In. 
(Minus) Detail 2 

French Drain 

Vapor Barrier 

2 In. Pipe 

700022202.2 
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Detected analyte 
RL/MDL HSB 

Name CAS NoY ' Cone. 
Qualifier 

code131 

Volatile Organic Anahtes(SJ 

Acetone 67-64-1 15 .0 J 20/10 NA 
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 4.0 J 5.0/1 .5 NA 

General ChemistrY(61 

TOC NA 1.120 NA 25/ 15.5 NA 
Total Phosnhorus 7723-14-0 6H NA 100/68 .0 No 

Inorganic Analvt es<6J 

Barium 7.J.-1-0-39-3 72.3 NA 22.4/.09 175 
Chromium 7-1-40-4 7-3 10.8 NA 1.1/.3 28 .0 
Conner 7440-50-8 16.4 NA 2.8/.38 30.0 
Nickel 7440-02-0 10.8 NA 4.5/.86 25 .0 
Strontium 7440-24-6 20.4 E 5.6/.06 NA 
Manganese 7439-96-5 341 N 1.7/.06 583 
Vanadium 7440-62-2 60.2 E 5.6/.39 107 
Zinc 7440-66-6 191 N 2.2/.68 79 
Lead 7439-92-1 8.8 B 11.2/3.24 14. 9 

Nitrate (anion) 14797-55-8 6.0 NA NA/.80 208 
Sulfate (anion) 14808-79-S 26.8 NA NA/4.0 931 
Phosohate (anion) 1426-44-2 3.9 NA NA/1.2 12.7 

616 NRDWSF 
Soil Sample Data Evaluation 

MTCAO i method A & B 
Cleanun levels 

>A >B 
>Care >Tox 

NA(4> NA 8.000 
.5 19.6 800 

NA NA NA 
No No No 

NA NA 5.600 
100 NA 400 

NA NA 2.960 
NA NA 1.600 
NA NA 48.000 
NA NA 11.200 
NA NA NA 
NA NA 24.000 

250 NA NA 

NA NA 128.000 
NA NA NA 
NA NA NA 

<1l MTCA Method A and B toxicity and carcinogenicity soil cleanup le,·els and practical quantitation limit 

values. 
<2J CAS = Chemical Abstract System. 
<
3
l Concentration qualifiers : J = Estimated; B = Estimated result less than RL: N= spiked anal)te recovery 

is outside stated control limits; E=matrix interference. 
<4> NA = not applicable. 

<
5
> Concentrations in micrograms per kilogram (parts per billion). 

<
6
) Concentrations in milligrams per kilogram (parts per million) . 

Care 
Cone. 
HSB 
RL/MDL 
Tox 
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Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist · 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

· Facility Closure Activities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

I. Portionofunit(e.g.,northloadingpad): . t&T Lo~i:>/N{.-, ~ i2.li>~ 
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor) : •-1=1.oc><1.. C.u.~ 1,-1 l, Ter.: •u(.t-t t-,r24.T 1,.J () 

NOTE: Allach photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECONTAMJNATION 

3. 

I 
___________________ ---.;./ _ _ ____ (Ini tial/date).J[Ul /o<,be&a 

4. Comments on decontamination (or NIA): ____ _,.,._..:...:.,;: ________________ _ 

--------------------- (Initial/date).ff.}4 /c9//c-o 
5. Decontamination is complete. Date:Q9/2l, Time:/;:,/ 0 

' --- (Initial/date) ..Si2-A Io~ t.Jov 
VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned visual inspector(s) : . 

N,moc .Je: 11.\,+J., l{ Sig,,,,,., .~- ~,JJ Initials : 
DA:.J 3k~&.S S(f ------=-:-

. / 

7. Visual inspedion of all (Step I) locations is complete. Date: '/ /tB/ 0o Time: I 3 3 I Initial ..J&lt I 
8. 

9. 

JO. 

Visual perlonnance sland8fd ~et for all (Step I) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) ..J-il'1 / q I ( f'd._CO · · 

i 

Visua)inspectioncomments(ifany): Se1.1~,-g..( blc:...:.l o ... , .. +- 4t> -~...,_~:..+c 
~~~ .,..~ ........ -;,.,~ .. o-ir. Mlv:o,- . _,, ~ ... ' tial/d.ate) ~ / r/(8/oo 
'C>o-e, --.-r .......:,,• ~- ~ A 
Additionalcomments(ifany): (i~J u.,..J :,:;c..~~D,. l~fr .. 

-------~-----~~--------(Initial/date) dO-M. I 4{1e-{.CID 

),0, ~Date 7/43/01 Manager approval · 

11 . The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 
~ 11(t"J(o\ (Initial/date) . · · 



Figure 2 · Example Inspection Checklist . 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities· 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

1. Portionofun.it(e.g.,northloadingpad): /Joi?:TJ..I L6Ab1N (..,_ ~<.e-A. . 
2. Structure/component description/material ( e.g., coated concrete floor): fl.QCJ ic. J GU K.01 "-' c~ I -nz (2.,>JC tt I (-.2,PrTt N { 

NOTE: A11ach photogmphs taken during visual inspection. 

DECONTAMINATION 

3. Decontamination method (s): ~ •~12. µ A-iiC.. ~o,0 - Au D 0 ,:, , rv f-iLc....Tl4"-' 1 ----+---------------------
2 A-1,; ~CO[,,..( CJ-EA r,J~a., tv-__s.i)S · rµ. 0:?-1/6 'a 

______________________ (lnitial/date}.j~ / o'r f..;/4o 
4. Commcnt.:rnn decontamination (or NIA): __ __::J.J:::...c/...:.A ________________ _ 

-------------------- (lnitial/dat~lA I or/if I.._;, 

5. Decontamination is complete. Date: ~Tim~: 08-YD 

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned , i sual in.spector(s): 

Name: ~N ~~¥!;::l Signature~i £ Initials: ~ 
~ 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Visual inspection of all (Step I) locations is complete. Date: ~Time: c 't 3° Initial ~ / 

Visual perf9rmance standard ~ et for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) _i.,..,._ I 'l f d+= 

Visua!inspectioncommen~(ifany): ~; ... ~x:v:: l~c,.{.,_"'-;\e C'f",x:J ;e,.v± s;N.-. :1<:PI"' 
co-f . ,-.lb,.f' .,;!. • .,.. Ev·J v._ ..... ~-:) _bJ;..cl. =o t<~ ,.-¥,l,.'-,s 1..., VCL~-•c,v..r lo ~-h....,...-. ,.....,,.. 
·+vL ....... --6 0M I.Jc.rt $i.Je. Ni"°' r"-s~ ,¼ . .,,s ..... ~ ... c,; (L-utial/da'.e) ~ / er /1 'l /•o 
n,_.,_HJ ecr..-4...,.I,;, .... ~ t,p. 

Additional comments (if nny): _:_· -'-'IJ"-"'-'-"<"-.'----- -----------------

-------=--------,---,--------(Initial/date)~ / 1/''f/~ 
Manag~rapproval ~ {)?/L Date 1fe(o ( 
11. Toe checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 

-J® / 1 (i 'f/oj (Initial/date) . 
( ' . 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous ·waste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. · · 

l. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): ~Prc.,(;{A--b 11,J(, A ,u i) 
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor) : __,...;.;:;....;;___:....;;;;. ___ Pr_N_l)____;;(o_...,-'"-'.c...:.;::. Tc p 

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECOl'iTAl\tllNA TION 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Decontamination method (s) : \.).J 111/!Ftl'C 1 /V A-f::i (_ 

t? "IT J-+ ..z.o o ~, (, l. fi.At-J r Li<... 

------~"--______________ (lri.itial/date)-::J;)/1 / o 9/21/40 
Comments on decontamination (or N/A): _____ f-_1_,_/_~----------------

_________________________ (lnitial/date)J~ / c&Jf dau 

Decontamination is complete. Date: ll 9/'3/vo Tirr.e: ~ (lri.itial/date)j t?1 I "r; /,3)<) 
VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECfIONS 

6. Assigned .isual inspector(s) : 

N,mec~kN ;,,.~It- Sign,tucec~ d) lnitiah, 

7. 

8. 

9. 

_rZ ,i-tt-rc__ ~a __ _ 

Assigning manager:~/;.£ 
Signature 

Visual inspection of all (Step l) locations is c.ornplete. Date: ~Time: l 4 O 5 lri.itial J<lhj / 
Visual perfommnce stand,rd met for all (Step l) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contaminatio:i). 
(Initial/date bl "4, / ~, / fJ/ CO 

Visual inspection comments (if any),.:..: _C!.l,>.!J.:!...:.... __________________ _ 

(Initial/date) .J.§u,, I 'r ft e /c:, a 
------------~-------'------ I l 

IO. · Additional comments (if any): 

_;_--------------~-=---------(L-litial/date) ::-f::ID:i1 I r{t s/oo 
Manager approval ) I} ~ Date zf~/o( 
11. The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facil ity Operating Record. 
~ 11/rJ/ol (Initial/date) . 



Figure 2 EL1mple Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous ·waste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned .. 

1. Portio°'ofunit(e.g.,northl_oR?ingpad): ~C..L<'A-C-,,~("' A-1--iD ~IM..\QLNC., ~6¼ 
2. Strucrure/component descnpt10n/matenal (e.g., coated concrete floor) : fLoof'-1 ....,..) A-L<- s S'--u.1....p, 61ZA-Tt 1--• G 

NOTE: Attach photographs taken dwing visual inspection. 

DECONTAMINATIO~ 

3. 

4. 

5. 

D::con.amination method (s) : ~Tl'[. rZ_ 

0 l¾ T\--\ i2 c,o 1v, (_ L- fLA-f-...l. ii..lZ 

J\i f\--eic.., b,.!Oi-..1-~ c, Cl w I~ I .·,:PfC-c..,'\IC>--,'-.J I 

ti\i\Sosq=l-~¼~ 
_______________________ (Initial/dater--,~ I oCJ /,3/ av 

Comments on decontamination (or NIA): ____ ..,_N...:.._.:.../ _A _______________ _ 

------------------------ (Initial/date~ b-A /01 /✓.J oC) 

Decontamination is complete. Date: oc,,)~/ar.H"!ne: // rr0 (Initial/date~ ~A,, cA/p)j~ 
VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTWNS 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

f)s 

Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: ~a/0<:i Time: / t/1 C? Initial .J i9l1 I 
Visual performance stand~rd met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) :J:olb / -f(f 8/~ 
Visual inspection comments (if any),'-: -~..s;c.M=t:..:...• ___________________ _ 

-------------------'------- (Initial/date)~ / -r/i4ou 
Additional comments (if any) : 

______________ -,--________ (Initial/date) Ji>,, I 1,/1~/ eo 

1/21 !01 
, , j Manager approval J-4 ~ Date 

11. The checkliz is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 
~ t-r ~{61. (Initial/date) 



Figure 2 Example Insp·ection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection ·Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities 

Complete one cbed<lJ.,t for each area cleaned. 

I. Portionofunit(e.g.,northloadingpad):\~o--<1\6/NC, µl'\Tli.Je.1A'-.. At-JD f-ll\....,U(_1i-.J6 &u.,ID. ,L\ev,... 
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor) : ft.-oo~J l.,Y-'\L(....5 , :S::.: ...... ~ 

1 
6~-/N <c, 

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECONTAMJNA TION 

3. Decontamination method (s) ; _Lu-=_t"t':....1-=11..:;...li........,.......,/JOc..::::::c:..>--1....:.......--A....::,,..:::C'...:....l....::()::::___.(_AJ_A....:a~e,:::__JL_...:::ti_,::._, -"-' "F-_t.._l-_T_;__A_"-'_-_, 

()A.-, H ~<.X::,V\,,\,_ LLTf..A>-',fZ_lZ_ . \>Jl-5t>S 'ft d~✓D~ 
____________________ (Initial/date>-:! e. lil / t:Y1(ui~cJ 

4. Comments on decontamination (or N/A): ----'-'-/_A ________________ _ 

--------------------- (Initial/date)d/llj /0'7tfJcJ 

5. Decontamination is complete. Date:@/20/wTime: If I j- (Initial/date).j 'i?A /oq /cu/00 
VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned visual inspector(s): 

Name: ,Je /½ cWe {( 
DAN ?M'i:e.@') 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

~~ 
Visualinspectionofall(Stcp l)locationsiscomplete. Date: ~/-i,~/ciiime: { "!>3B Initial~/ I , 

V'ISUal perfOITJ?ance stanftd met for all (Step I) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date~- / 'i_ z( ec.:, 

' 
V.isualinspectioncomments(ifany): M1No1<, FL.OO~ :S'TAt\.JS f'o,-e:N.-ll!',L..l--Y F1<...o"':\ 
l-'r'iD~Au1.lC: Fl..UI!:> oe. °Bl'r'T~'l' J\C...1't::,.. ,.,,0 S7' l..\ Kel--'( 14 't'Df<.,....,LI C f'\.JJ\t:, 

~,,-.,c,e ~-fF\tlvS (\,f.!& SM<-\&: CoLoP. . /ti-Jg· I-JE7H~ \,J~ (Initial/date):d:o?+, / ~ec, 

E,:, ~L<.LL ~.,..- WA.s 'T't' P1 c.A UY $ 10 /ae't:> , 
Adrlitional comments (if any): · 

------~----,------=-------- (Initial/date) ...s.., I j/Pf ca 

Manager approval ~Ji. Zd.Z Date -,/,i fo I 
11 . The checklir is complete. Foiward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 
~ I] t,{o\ (Initial/date) 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection C::hecklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities 

Complete oac checklist for each area cleaned. 

I. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): . l? iCC.. 'E.I v J 1'-{ L, -A, R-rt-4 
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated co•crete floor) : f-(.Ooe. 1 l 0PrL...L5 1 Tl'<U-.J CH 1 ('Yl..~T ,.....i" 

NOTE: Allach photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECONTAMINATION 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Decontamination method (s) : W ATn..t2... 1 t-1 A-is(.., 
0 ' 

t--,.)0 1\J-AC I U 

"'-1\s b.S 'F- .;;J..3 ✓ o ~ ~ A-T•--1 ICOcY••-.,,,_ LL ft l(\.N "J:. v2.. 

_________________________ (Initial/date):.d ~~ I o'i /40/00 
Comments on decontamination (or NIA) : ____ _.,-.J--'-'-_ti. _______________ _ 

-------------------------- (Initial/date) JM ;o9h.o/oo 

Decontamination is complete. Date: D9kv(oo Time: l'-/00 (Initial/date).. \;? lb. Jo 9 /u, /o cJ 

VISUAL VERmCATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned visual inspector(s) : 

Nome: .J& ~~L_..:i. L/ 
[)irJ t>,v\C, ½~ 

7. Visual inspection of all (S tep I) locations is complete. Date: 1 /~t.-/0:,Time: \ 3 3B Initial ..J<5'l.L1 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Visual performance sta.nhd met for all (Step I) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) d:?-i /&l. -i,-z.,(oo 

J r · 

Visual inspection comments (if any) : M, ~oR FL.oo~ s-rA tN .S PoTe-N"t"! A-LLY ff o M 
r-4wRRvL\C F'Lv\!). oR. 6~'i' "r'\c..1!:,. 11-<o::.T UIC-E"t--Y ~'t'D~AuUC. F\..Ul'l::) 

..::$:-.<e....:l-).:...:=c..::l:'.:__::.~....,,c,;.>lr~1""~;;.;>::__..;..A-;;.;ll:.~E'.....,....~_A-Vvl:..;._...:.q--:__C.O __ L_o--'R..._,.:::,,-...;.A-"'t-J-'l:>-=--::-,._,-.,,~cc::,-:R--:---- (Initial/date) ~ / c,/z.-z.( o o 
w\.lr .. ~c.. Fe~l<L:.lF, ......,fl? ,-,>p1cA-c.L1 s.~:i:,.. 

Additional comments (if any): ..=o"-"".,-,._-~----------------------

(Initi al/date) ""~ / <J /u] o 0 ---------,-----.,------------- r I 

Managerapproval $£) ~ Date 7f3/ol 
11. The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Ha.'lford Facility Operating Record. 

'.<1\1\ I 1(13/o/ (Initial/date) 
-..>\}! 1 I 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

Facili ty Closure Activities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

I. 
2. 

Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): -,---'F,___1....:;_A.:..tv\....:....:::...::·_-1-)..:.A_;__,..::,(2;::::::..s.~.::..::L:..C.=.. ______ _ 
Structure/component description/material ( e.g., coat~d concrete floor): FL.co ej Lt., JA L.,L,S ,m ENC t/ L7R,IVW1 

) +u- ) 

NO TE: A11ach pho tographs takm during vis11al inspection. 

DECONTAMINATION 

3. Decontamination method (s) : ( J.,) ITTE.K ) N 4 3(.. )/ON- A C,t D Dt.S I 1--1 F £?,ANT 

Jkt-r+1-1(oDM C}.JA-,(.,!U . MSi)S, :P==-~3~5 
_ _ ______________ ___ ____ __ (Initial/date) .J 'i:H4. 1 o-,/4,/4-,.) 

4. Comments on decontamination (or NIA) : __ .J..:jLL!:..:.._ ________________ _ 

_________________________ (lnitiaVdate) JM / ",;/4,ku 

5. Decontamination is complete. Date: 09/4,/4,u Time: OCJ O 5 

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned visual inspector(s): 

N=,~ ~;;1 Si'"at~ Lsiti,l, 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

9/,z/42) 
~ Assigning ™'•";,~p 

Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date: ~ Time: c,qyo lnitial~ / 

Visual performance standy d met for all (Step I) lccations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) J6M I Cf/_l'-i/ou 

Visual inspection comments (if any),'-: ~N..=(fY\..:..::,_t:.:...• _ ___________ ______ _ 

--------- --------~-- --- (Initial/date) ':½?11 1'1,b'i(~ 

Additional comments (if any): 

____ _______ _ ____ ___ _____ (Initial/da e) .Jef'l+:2 I "?_,/, YI CC 

~f) /-!# I I Manager approval ---f,-J...:-"'---'~'--"""'~.c.~...u..o.__ Date Jf 1{b I 

11. The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the H1J1Jord Facility Operating Record. 
.d<.5h\ / "1 (}/q (Initial/date) 

I 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

Facility Closure Acfr,ities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

I. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): L M . I i5 CJfz.. L l.-
2: Structun:/component description/material (e.g., coated conc~e:e floor): LLX)(2 \J-YIL-Ui 

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during virnal inspection. 

DECONrA.l\llNATIOK 

J. 

4. 

5. 

Deccnt2Illination method (s) : l>::JAq1ue. 
1 

NA 8,c., ,IJ Df--.1 -·AC., ID lJ •..S I)...\ r€. (., TA .._iT 

G~'Tt-i. ,2ooUA tL7iA kl 8-'Z., MSoS' ,:µ. ;).3~B 
______________________ (Initial/date,.Ji:?l1 I oq /11 /ro 
CoIT'_rr.ents on decontamination (or NIA): __ _,__t_/_A _________________ _ 

_________________________ (Initial/date).Jt2A. /6'7/,1 /IN> 

Decontamination is complete. Date: 09 ~ix) Time: C>9Z.0 (Initial/date) ...J ,l~ I d7 /,, /4-u 
VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

A.ssiped visual inspector(s): 

Signanrrc:~7]i2 

CJ 
Initials: 

Assiping manager:2-~ q b /ozJ 
S1gna re . ~ 

Visual inspection of all (Step I) locati~ns is complete. Date: ~ Time: IO Zo Init ial -Joi+, I 

Visual performance stand9.rd r1et for all (Step I) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) ~ / 9//'i/ co . r V" • l IA. 
Visual inspection comments (if any): T ....,., r z. 9',;:fj-h,.-.~.,-±s aI 1::>(t';J" '") f, · "1 '"''"' 

~u.b.s-6..c-c.. b.G .. .-~¼ .C(oor C'..c,M'".) ,e--. ~ ~r '-'"-.S ""-¼ c.,,., rt,;.-,.c,-v-1, 
~ -1 k .,.(: : w-..-c Nn1 o,~J a. · +c. (InitiaVdate) ,din:o/ I 9/1'( / o;z, 
J~ t.v4-~-( ~ -- ~..- C1N -al "\1oo~s-7. I 

Additional comments (if any): 

-----------,--------,---------(Initial/date). __ __,_/ __ _ 

Manager approval '7 ,(} ~ Date JJ.,/4 / 
11. The checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 

-Jg.,, 11/1~/c( (Initial/datt:) . 
I I 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous \Vaste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities · 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

I. 
2. 

Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): (}.J/'rr! f3 U~t/ Bliz C,,r,, <-- v 
Structure/component dt:scription/materia! (e.g., coated concrete floor) : Ft- t!l:JG_, v-I ~1.,U-l t e iv.JC J-f) /::,£,4,, x..J<-, 

i\'OTE: Am1ch photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECOJ',"T Al\ffil/ATION 

3. Decontamination method (s) : \.).J .q.,i;:.,·?. / N IA- ti(.,, tJ c::, ,-..J - fl C, I t) L) 1 .S I t'-i F f:-c_ Tf+;v-1 

t:, ~1-1 , lo<Jh\ U. L4ru ue.- . LA--\.S o S ~ d3 .l/ o ~ 
_______ _____________ ___ (Initial/date) --' ¢-ll /De,/;/o--o 

4. Co=ents on decontamination (or NIA) : _____ ;._l_f_A _______________ _ 

_ ____ _ _ _ ___________________ (Initial/date~ M /oer//1 /a-v 

5. Decontamination is complete. Date: 69 ~, /2.cJrirrie: ii/ .1./5 (Initial/date>-4 e J'.\ / 0 <; /11 l r b 

VISUAL VERITICA TION INSPECTIONS 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

Assigned visual inspector( s): 

Sign, tme~ 

Assigning manage~ .~ 
Signature 

Initials: 

cyfz,dm 
Date 

Visual inspection of all (Step I ) locations is complete. D~te: ~ Time: 13<-l o Initial ~ / 

Visual performance standard met for all (Step I) locations (no obvious visual signs of potential contamination). 
(lniti al/date) ,Jo'{ / 'j /IS/ t>O 

Visualinspectioncomments(if any) : S\1~\.tt 5-\rec,,\....s, c,_...) d,;cc,\•r-+~o"' ~ .... \o c.o,.~ E:'2-l:.l\. 

___________ _________ _ (Initial/date)~· !~/18{= 
Additional comments (if any): 

--------,,,,.--'--------- - --- -(1nitial/date) Joi..... I :f.{te(oD 
Manager approval ',, iJ ~ Date 7/43/4/ 
11. Toe checklist is complete. Forward the completed checkl ist to the Hanford Facility Opernting Record. 

.Jruvi / --if,?(~ ([nitial/dale) 

- - - -- ---------- _J 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Danoerous \Vaste Storaoe ., ., 

Facility Closure Activities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

1. Portion of unit (e.g., north loading pad): 0 X I °t) 1-Z... ~~ 
2. Structure/component description/material77( e-. g-.,-c-o-at:-ed-:--co_n_,cr-5~i-Jifeb11ir-ott.~h:.rfei:i'"'"'t1-t>./.~tOrJ_ fZ.._

1
_ L,..J __ i7-_U...S __ • "77?--=,~£.c--Nfrf...,...,.-, -=-c-.b!--n Al{-, 

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECONTAMINATION 

3. 

___________ _____________ (Initial/date)-ll:?-t-\ I o9 ).2../t) O 

4. Comments on decontamination (or NIA): --~~(_A ___________ ___ ___ _ 

__________________ ______ (lnitial/date}:J 2.J,j /t; <th/ 0-0 

5. Decontamination is complete. Datd.)p/,1/c:n.> Time: /IO s-

VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned visual inspector(s): • 

Signarure:~::/c!.J 

. J 

Assigning manager: 9d. P 
· Signature • 

Initials: ~ 
D3 

7. Visual inspection of all (Step 1) locations is complete. Date : 4 ( I e /roime: f'I o I Initial J:(l't< I "t / t e,J 0 o 

8. Visual performance standnd met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potenti al contamination). 
(Initial/date)~ / 9 IB{oo · 

9. Visual inspection comments (if any)'-: _...cw....,,,,_.._,_ ___________________ _ 

----- -------------~----- (Initial/date) ~ / q[ ( e( Oo 

I 0. · Additional comments (if any): 

---- ---=----- --r-.....-------- (IJJ.itial/date) -½,; I '1/ ( e[ co 
Manager approval ) ;J, ~ Date 7 /4/-o I 
11. Thi: chec · ti complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Faci lity Operating Record . 

...,...;...a..._.:.../ '7~+-o_._(lnitial/date) 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage 

Facility Closure Activities 

Complete one checklist for each area cleaned. 

I . Portion of unit ( e.g., north loading pad): -:--:---->-[-"-A'-:-L<.....:..,:Sf:::..,__/"=(__,:::::,__,--__,._-=--___ .,,..... ___ ~_ 
2. Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): rltofl 11..),11',·(..L .. S' /' J'2£"1Ci-1 ! (-.<A-p/',lc, 

NOTE: Attach photographs taken during visual inspection. 

DECONTAMINATION 

J. Decontamination method (s) : U-..YA-~~ f....( A-~(_, NON - AC., I U D, ~Iv F- iz:..-c...TJ'\ ,..__J T 

GSA-'TH Jlt>O\JA__ c_, L "fLl-9-N LL ' \,LI\_ s bS #- ;::i_ ~✓Dt:) 
_________________________ (lnitial/date) J j?-t\ Io'< /z./ou 

4. Comments on decontamination (or NIA): ---'-N.:../:.....4 _________________ _ 

------------------------- (Initial/date).je..d / O'; /,c..lri> 

5. Decontamination is complete. Date: q/,z...(ouTime: /-</JO (lnitial/date) .J 1M / 0 9/✓d'O 
VISUAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. Assigned visual inspector(s): 

Name·: ..k= MtTcl-hrt .. L Signature:~efll Initials: 

PM 5e,u,:i)u,22rj . ~ 7 
Assigning manager: 572/1 ,µ 

Signature 

7. Visualinspectionofall(Step l) locations is complete. Date: ~Time: tsSS Initial ..>6'14 / 

8. Visual performance standard met fo r all (Step I) locations (no obvious ,isual signs of potential contamination). 
(Initial/date) ~ / j / I Q/o0 . 

I 

9. Visual inspection comments (if any),'-: __ ...i=~=~-------------------

----------------~ ---- (lnitial/date) -.htl / 'I/ 1e,{ 6o 

10. - Additional comments (if any): 

----------=-------,---,--------- (Initial/date) ±?( I i { Lo{ oo 

Manngerapproval j. tJ, ~ Dale7p,/o J 

11 . The checkli ti complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 
~ /'11~ o( (Initial/date) 



Figure 2 Example Inspection Checklist 
Decontamination and Inspection Checklist for 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous ·waste Storaoe 

Facility Closure Activities "' 

Complete one checklis t for each area cleaned. 

I. 
2. 

Portion of unit ( e. g., north loading pad): -;--;-----'-A.....l...:t~I ,,.,LJ::...__-:->cee:,,~:::...=L-.:'-=------=--- ----,,=----,-..,..,..,-­
Structure/component description/material (e.g., coated concrete floor): FLO()£. J l,\J r',-U..S ;,/2ii,l<.fc H, 6£41 11 .. ..1c:, 

NOTE: A11ach p hotographs taken during visual insp~ction. 

DECOi'-iTAMJNATION 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Decontamination method (s) : \ ~ fi,,e, 
J 

t, A-n+ i2dc)1,V\ ~L ltA r0 ~ . 
/J 14-.B~ t-Jo;J- Ac l u 

kLi s- oS q:1 -:i 3 ol/ ~ 
___ _ _____________ ________ (Initi al/date) .J ;?A I c <1 /11 l(i-o 
Comments on decontamination (or NIA): ----'}J'-'-'/'-A ________ _ _ ______ _ 

--------- --------------- (Initial/date) ....Ji2-i\ 1 09/4,/ov 

Decontamination is complete. Date: o cil,/4orime: 132..0 (Initial/date) J ,2..p._/ o q ;; 1 / u-d 

VIS UAL VERIFICATION INSPECTIONS 

6. A.,signed visual inspector(s) : 

'''"'""'fft-tbiJw Initials: 

Assigning manager: -~ -µ 
S1 cure 

7. Visual inspection of all (Step I) locations is complete. D3te: ~Time: l 3~8 Initial --'..J<i,,__,2f)l'-'-'---'----'-

8. 

9. 

Visual performance standar met for all (Step 1) locations (no obvious visual signs of potent ial contamination). 
(Initial/date)~ / 9, tt;( oo 

Visual inspection comments (if any),:..: _....:.N.::.;cn-.::.=~---- ------- -------­

----------------~----- (Initial/date) ~ / 1/1s(t1t> 
l 0. . Additional comments (if any): 

- - ------?"'"-'-------,---,-------- (Initial/date) ~ I 5 / t e> { oo 

Manager aoproval "%J ?22 · Date7//o/ • -/" ~ /I 

11. Toe checklist is complete. Forward the completed checklist to the Hanford Facility Operating Record. 
--.la':\ t1fo(o I (Initial/date) 
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'(if.to J~'5-i)N 
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616 PROJECT MEETING 
Project Managers Meeting 

2704HV/Rm. G229/600 Area 
Hanford, Washington 

July 26, 2001 

Attendance List 

Organization 

I;:"\-\, 
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