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618-10 Trench Ren iation

Continued « uations and other ivities related to returning to h
waste operations. Stop work was called on 11/28/12.

100-1U-2/6

Field work scheduled to begin in January 2013
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AWCH Document Control

From: Warren, David J

Sent: Monday, September 10, 2012 3:52 PM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: Visual Inspection of various 100-N Mobile Offices

Attachments: 100-N Mobile Offices Visual Inspection.doc; ESRFRM120116C.pdf; ESRFRM120120C. pdf;

1103-N Ecology Approval of Staging Pile Locations.pdf; MO-425.426 Staing Pile
Approval.pdf; ESRFRM120108C.pdf

Please CHRON this e-mail and attachments as visual inspection of various 100-N mobile office trailer footprints. Please
advise me of the CHRON # assigned. Thanks.

Dave Warren

539-6040

From: Warren, David J

Sent: Monday, September 10, 2012 3:30 PM

To: Alten, Mark E

Cc: McCurley, Clay D

Subject: Visual Inspection of various 100-N Mobile Offices
All,

At approximately 1000 hours on 8/30/12, the footprints of the MO-100, MO-415 (1103-N), MO-425/426, and MO-427
including the demolition and staging pile areas were visually inspected for signs of staining or anomalous items. The
areas were observed to be free of any stained soils or anomalies that would be indicative of chemical or petroleum
contamination. The post-demolition GPERS survey(s) (Performed 7/26/2012 and 8/9/2012) didn't identify contamination,
nor was any expected since the structures were not radiologically contaminated. Additionally, attached is the GPERS
surveys of the staging pile area for MO-425/426 (Performed 6/27/2012) prior to demolition. Please see the attached word
file for photographs that were taken during the inspection and the PDF files of the GPERS survey(s). I've also included
Ecology approval to operate staging piles for demaolition of the various trailers. I'll CHRON this e-mail and attachments for
future use as reference for closure documentation. Feel free to contact me if you have any questions. Thanks.

David Warren

100-N D4 Environmental Project Lead
WCH

539-6040
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AWCH Document Control

From: McCurley, Clay D

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2012 7:34 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Cc: Trevino, Ruben A; Flannery, Michael (Mike) D; Bigby, Daniel A; Warren, David J; Faust, Toni
L

Subject: 1103-N (MO-415), MO-100 and MO-427 Demolition - Ecology Approval of Staging Pile
Locations

Attachments: 100-N Mobile Offices Staging Piles.doc

Please print the attachment and chron with this email per the subject. Let me know which chron number has been
applied.

Thanks. Clay

From: Elliott, Wanda (ECY) [mailto:well461 @ECY.WA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2012 7:17 AM

To: McCurley, Clay D

Subject: RE: 1103-N (MO-415) Demolition - Ecology Approvat of Staging Pile Locations
I approve.

Wanda Elliott

(509) 372-7904

Environmental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Program

Washington State Department of Ecology

From: McCurley, Clay U |mailto:cdmccuri@wch-rcc 1]
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2012 7:02 AM
To: Elliott, Wanda (ECY)
= Boyd, Alicia (ECY); Warren, David J; Trevino, Ruben A; Flannery, Michael (Mike) D; Bigby, Daniel A; Allen, Mark E;
Guerc  Rudolph F; Faust, Toni L
Subject: 1103-N (MO-415) Demolition - Ecology Approval of Staging Pile Locations

Want  We will soon be starting the demolition of our 1103-N (MC  15) office building and other structures in its
immediate vicinity (e.g., MO-100, MO-427). The size and number of structures we will be simuitaneot ' demolishing is
sufficiently large that maintaining the debris within the footprint of the buildings or direct loading during demolition may not
be practical. These structures are also outside the 100-N AOC. We have identified areas adjacent these structures (see
¢ chment) that we would like to reserve for staging piles of demolition debris if needed. As specified in section 4.2.3.2
of the Remc  Action Work Plan for 100-N Area Ancillary Facilities (DOE/RL-2002-70, Rev. 3), we are requesting
Ecology's approval to use all or portions of these areas for staging piles. Please contact me if you have any questions.

Thanks. Clay

100-N Mobile
Offices Staging P...
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AW ocument Control

From: Warren, David J

Sent: Monday, September 10, 2012 8:42 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: Visual Inspection of the MO-765 and HS-007/008 Mobile Trailers
Attachments: MO-765-HS-007.008 Visual Inspection.doc; MQ-765 Evaluation.doc;

ESRFRM120036BC.pdf; ESRFRM120036GC.pdf

Please CHRON this e-mail and attachments as Visual Inspection of the MO-765 and HS-007/008 mobile trailer footprints.
Pl se advise me of the CHRON #. Thanks.

Dave Warren

539-6040

From: Warren, David J

Sent: Monday, September 10, 2012 8:14 AM

To: Allen, Mark E

Subject: Visual Inspection of the MO-765 and HS-007/008 Mobile Trailers

At approximatety 1000 hours on 3/13/12, the footprints of the MO-765 and HS-007/008 mabile office trailers were visually
inspected for signs of staining or anomalous items. One stained area, presumed to be darker colored soil, was observed
in the footprint of the former location of the MO-765. That stain was sampled and the subsequent results indicated no
constituents detected above the Ren ial Action Goals (RAGs). Analysis of the sample results are attached in a white
paper below below. All other areas were observed to be free of any stained soils or anomalies that would be indicative of
chemical or petroleum contamination. The post demo GPERS survey for MO-765 (Performed 3/7/2012) didn't identify
contamination, nor was any expected since the structure was not radiologically contaminated. it should be noted that
both MO-765 and HS-007/008 were relocated to the 1143-N area for demolition following the removal of the 1143-N
building. For thisre: n there are no post demo GPERS surveys for HS-007/008 as the facilities were not demolished in
place. Please see the attached word file for photographs that were taken during the inspection and PDF file of the
GPERS survey(s). I't CHRON this e-mail and attachments for future use as reference for closure documentation. Feel
free to contact me if you have any questions. Thanks.

David Warren

100-N D4 Environmental Project Lead
WCH

539-6040

B Eh| Y Y
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AWCH Document Control

169218

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2013 9:09 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: RECONTOURING OF 100-N-33

Attachments: photo.JPG; RECONTOURING OF 100-N-33.htm; Picture (Device independent Bitmap)

Please provide a chron number (and include the attachments). This email documents a regulatory agreement.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

=]

photo.JPG (2
MB)

2]

RECONTOURING
= 100-N-33.htm (

From: Efliott, Wanda (ECY) [mailto:weli461 @ECY.WA.GOV]
Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2012 7:04 AM

To: Saueressig, Daniel G; Chance, Joanne C

Cc: Buckmaster, Mark A; Jakubek, Joshua E

Subject: RE: RECONTOURING OF 100-N-33

It is acceptable to me.

Wanda Elliott

(509) 372-7904

Environmental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Program

Washington State Department of Ecology

From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]
lesday, December 04, 2012 6:50 AM
t, Wanda (ECY); Chance, Joanne C
master, Mark A; Jakubek, Joshua E




Subject: RECONTOURING OF 100-N-33

Wanda/Joanne, 100-N-33 was recently closed out and is ready for backfill/revegetation. Since the deepest portion of the
excavation was only approximately 2', we'd like to propose just smoothing the edges of the excavation to blend it in with
the surrounding terrain. See attached photo and let me know what you think? We've got the contractor outtr  : now, so
if you could let me know soon, I'd appreciate it.

Thanks and give me a call if you have any questions.
Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead

Washington Closure Hanford

521-5326

<< File: photo.JPG >>









RECONTOURING OF 100-N-33

ig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rec.com]
December 04, 2012 6:50 AM

la; Chance, Joanne C
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Wachinotan State Department of Ecology

tbek, Joshua E [mailto:jeiakube@wch-rcc.com]

y, December 21, 2012 8:01 AM

wanda (ECY); Chance, Joanne C

ister, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Nielson, Renee J; Dobie, Chad H; Howell, Theresa Q
16-N-2 Plume Chase Agreement:

Wanda & Joanne-
I have attached a plume chase request for additional remediation and resampling at the 116-N-2 site.
Would you please let me know if the proposed approach will be acceptable for this area?

I hope you both have a very Merry Christmas holiday!

<< File: 116-N-2 additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc >>

Thanks,

1J  ibek
wag™ - - (Closure Hanford
i gineer
HUY-Y47-4 /03

1/10/2013



116-N-2 Waste Site Additional Remediation and Resampling Request
Background Information

The 116-N-2 waste site consisted of piping, pumps, a transfer tank (or silo), and a large,
spherical storage tank (golf ball). This waste site was used as a collection tank for N Reactor
primary piping decontamination wastes. The waste site operated from 1968 to 1987, at which
point the 105-N Reactor was placed on standby before being permanently shut down in 1991.

The UPR-100-N-5 waste site consisted of a leak that occurred in the piping at the Radioactive
Chemical Waste Handling Facility between  pump and the 116-N-2 Tank. The leak occurred
between June 16 and 27, 1972 and discharged 340,650 L (90,000 gal) of radioactive wastewater
containing decontamination chemicals to the soil.

The UPR-100-N-25 waste site consisted of a release of primary loop water and decontamination
solution containing phosphoric acid and diethylthiourea. The release occurred on May 15, 1975
and discharged between 378 to 1,900 L (100 to 500 gal) of contaminated water to the soil
surface.

Remedial action at the 116-N-2 and associated waste sites was performed between March 1,
2011 and April 26, 2012. Approximately 11,144 bank cubic meters (BCM) (14,576 bank cubic
yards [BCY]) of contaminated soil and debris were removed from the 116-N-2 excavation.

Verification sampling was conducted on October 17 and 18, 2012 as per the approved
verification work instruction. Three decision units were identified for the 116-N-2 waste site and
includes the one deep zone excavation and two shallow zone excavation decision units. Twelve
statistical samples plus quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) samples were collected from
each decision unit.

¢ »sample location, SZ2-3, failed direct exposure remedial action goals (RAGs). This sample
location failed direct exposure RAGs for benzo(a)pyrene.

Recommen( tion for Path Forward

Washington Closure Hanford proposes additional soil to be removed from the 116-N-2 waste site
excavation at the SZ2-3 location for disposal at the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility.
To be conservative, generally, half the distance between the failed verification sample location
and the nearest passing verification sample location is used as the boundary for additional soil
removal (Figure 1). The depth of additional soil removal will be between | to 2 meters
depending on observations in the field (e.g., discolored or stained soil, debris, etc.).

Following additional soil removal, replacement samples will be collected at SZ2-3. The
replacement samples will be analyzed for the failing analyte(s) only. A summary of replacement
samples, including sample location and requested analyses, is provided in Table 1.
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AWCH Document Control

Page | of 2

169216

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Thursday, January 10, 2013 8:45 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FAILED INFORMATIONAL SAMPLE IN 100-N-60

Attachments: 1 -N-60 additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc

Please provide a chron number (and include the attachment). This email documents a regulatory

approval.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Elliott, Wanda (ECY)

Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2012 3:56 PM

To: 'Saueressig, Daniel G'; Chance, Joanne C

Subject: RE: FAILED INFORMATIONAL SAMPLE IN 100-N-60

I concur.

Wanda Elliott

(509) 372-7904

Environmental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Program

Washington State Department of Ecology

From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2012 2:26 PM

To: Elliott, Wanda (ECY); Chance, Joanne C

Subject: FAILED INFORMATIONAL SAMPLE IN 100-N-60

" 1dalJoanne, per our discussion at the last interface meeting, we noted that an informational sample
-2 in the attached drawing) failed for TPH. We plan to take an additional scoop or two or material to
try and remove the contamination. If removal of this additional material does not clean up the

1/10/2013
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100-N-63:2 Plume Chase Agreement: Page 2 of 2

63:2 Pipelines site. Additionally I have included the GPRS overlay for the area.

Would you please let me know if the proposed approach will be acceptable for this area?

<<100-N-63_2 additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc>> <<63_2 - Beta Surveys.pdf>> <<63_2 -
Gamma surveys.pdf>>

Thanks,
Josh Jakubek
Washington Closure Hanford

Resident Engineer
509-942-4703

1/10/2013



100-N-63:2 Waste Site Additional Remediation and Resampling Request
Background Information

One decision unit was identified for the 100-N-63:2 subsite consisting of excavation only. A
total of twenty five focused samples plus quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) samples
were to be collected from the decision unit. Verification sampling at the 100-N-63:2 subsite was
conducted periodically as new segments of pipelines were remediated. Verification sampling
began on January 3, 2012, and is ongoing. All samples were collected per the approved
verification work instruction (WCH 2011). To date, most of the locations have been sampled
with the exception of 4 sample locations. Due to other ongoing excavations and activities in the
area, the verification sampling at locations S-3, S-4, S-13, and S-16 will be performed after
interfering field activities cease in the area.

From the verification data results obtained from the 100-N-63:2 sampled locations, two locations
(S-1 and S-15) failed direct exposure remedial action goals (RAGs) for cobalt-60.

Recommendation for Path Forward

Washington Closure Hanford proposes additional soil to be removed from the 100-N-63:2
subsite excavation within the areas of S-1 and S-15 locations for disposal at the Environmental
Restoration Disposal Facility (Figure 1). GEPRS surveys will be used to guide field excavations
and focus on areas where contamination is most probable. The depth of additional soil removal
will be between 0.5 to 2 meters depending on observations in the field (e.g., discolored or stained
soil, debris, etc.), GPERS surveys, and well interferences.

Following additional soil removal, replacement samples will be collected at S-1 and S 5. The
replacement samples will be analyzed for the failing analyte(s) only. A summary of replacement
samples, including sample locations and requested analyses, is provided in Table 1.
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From: Saueressig, Daniel G [mailto:dgsauere@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2012 12:28 PM

To: Chance, Joanne C; Elliott, Wanda

Cc: Boyd, Alicia; Thompson, K M (Mike); Thompson, Wendy S; Buckmaster, Mark A
Subject: RE: Spillways at 100-N

The 100-N-79 was included as part of the 1908-N in the original D4 Action Memorandum. | believe the site was
subsequently split into the outfall (1908-N), the spillway (100-N-79) and the river pipelines (100-N-77). Since the
Action Memorandum originally included all of these sites, we plan to remove the spillway under that authority.
Hopefully no one has any issues with this approach?

As for 100-N-104, | believe an ESD will be required to add this site to the 100-N ROD before remediation of this
site can proceed. When the ESD is prepared, | may inciude 100-N-79 for completeness.

Also, Wendy provided an outdated agreement regarding spiliway work at 100-D. See attached for an updated
agreement on remediation near the shoreline at 100-D. This item will be on the agenda for tomorrow's interface.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

FR Environmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Chance, Joanne C [mailto:joanne.chance@rl.doe.qgov]
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2012 11:35 AM

To: Elliott, Wanda; Saueressig, Daniel G

Cc: Boyd, Alicia; Thompson, Mike; Thompson, Wendy S
Subject: RE: Spillways at 100-N

Hi Wanda,

Yes, they will be addressed in the RIFS. 100-N-79 is currently in the cultural review phase
_._aren _i iondesig isdone; ___ N-L. | isinthe cultural review phase and a
decision has been made to remediate it (RTD memo issued).

Dan, can you address regulatory issue? 100-N-106, SPOR site will be addressed in RIFS
also.

| hope this answers your question. If not, please let me know. Thanks.

Joanne C. Chance

U.S. Department of Energy

Office of Assistant Manager for River and Plateau
825 Jadwin Ave / MSIN A3-04

Richland, WA 99352

1/10/2013
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FYI
Yesterc r Dan mentioned the approach used - r the spillways at 100-D, e.g., below the
ordinary high water mark/above the ordinary high water mark. Attached is the

agreement describing the approach used at 100-D.

Wendy

<< File: 1871138.pdf >>

1/10/2013
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AWCH Document Control

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent:  Thursday, November 15, 2012 9:10 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Sul ct: FW: 100-N AMP November 2012

Please provide a chron number. This email documents a regulatory agreement.

Thanks,

1 Saueressig

Environmental Project Lead
Wasl on Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Elliott, Wanda (ECY) {mailto:well461@ECY.WA.GOV]
Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2012 8:08 AM

To: Saueressig, Daniel G; Chance, Joanne C

Cc: Boyd, Alicia

Subject: FW: 100-N AMP November 2012

Here is a response approving air monitor move. Can you let me know when the move is complete
and the draft November 2012 AMP is revised to reflect the change?

Wanda Elliott

(509) 372-7904

Environmental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Program

Washington State Department of Ecology

To: Elliott, Wanda (ECY); Gent, Philip (ECY)
Cc: Boyd, Alicia (ECY); Martell, P John (DOH); Boothe, Gabriel T (DOH)
Subject: RE: 100-N AMP November 2012

Wanda:

I looked at some CAP 88 runs for the for the revised 100-N AMP and it projects the highest dose East or
East South East of 100-N. RAES concurs with moving to the proposed location, it is not likely affect

anitoring capability for the area. Can you let us know when the move is complete and revise the draft
November 2012 AMP to reflect the change?

Thanks
Al nielson






Yakima Office Phone - 509 574-0198

Richland Office Phone - 509 946-0192

Cell Phone - 509 727-0645

Public Health - Always Working for a Safer and Healthier Washington

l"agv_;u;.;
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169057

AWC! Document Control

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2012 11:03 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: 128-N-1 Staging Pile Area Plume Chase Request

Attachments: 128-N-1 grouping SPA additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc

Please provide a chron number {and include the attachment). This email documents a regulatory
agreement.

Thanks,

Dan Saue sig

FR ronmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Chance, Joanne C [mailto:joanne.chance@rl.doe.gov]

Sent: Monday, December 17, 2012 2:01 PM

To: Elliott, Wanda; Jakubek, Joshua E _
( Buckmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Berezovskiy, Inna B; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
Subject: RE: 128-N-1 Staging Pile Area Plume Chase Request

Acceptable to me, too! (Better late than never, | hope).

Joanne C. Chance
U.S. Department of Energy
Office of Assistant Manager for River and Plateau
€75 Jadwin Ave / MSIN A3-04
Richland, WA 99352
)9) ’6-( 11

i 1: Elliott, Wanda (ECY) [mailto:well461@ecy.wa.gov]

$ : Tuesday, December 11, 2012 4:05 PM

To: Jakubek, Joshua E; Chance, Joanne C

Cc: Buckmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Berezovskiy, Inna B; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
Subject: RE: 128-N-1 Staging Pile Area Plume Chase Request

The proposed approach is aceeptable (o me,

Wanda Elliott

(809 372-7904

Environmental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Program

Washington State Department of Ecology







100-N-6, 100-N-16, 100-N-98 and 128-N-1 Waste Sites Additional Remediation and
Resampling Request

Background Information

Verification sampling was performed on July 25, October 31 and November 13, 2012 as per the
approved verification work instruction. Two decision units were identified for the 100-N-6, 100-
N-16, 100-N-98 and 128-N-1 waste sites and included the excavation area and the staging pile
area. Thirteen statistical samples were collected from the excavation area and twelve statistical
samples were collected from the staging pile area. In addition, appropriate quality
assurance/quality control (QA/QC) samples from two decision units and four focused samples
were collected from the excavation area.

One sample location from the staging pile area, SPA-11 failed direct exposure remedial action
goals (RAGs) for benzo(a)pyrene.

Recommendation for Path Forward

Washington Closure Hanford proposes additional soil to be removed from the 100-N-6, 100-N-
16, 100-N-98 and 128-N-1 waste sites staging pile area at the SPA-11 location for disposal at the
Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility. To be conservative, generally, half the distance
between the failed verification sample location and the nearest passing verification sam| :
location is used as the boundary for additional soil removal (Figure 1). The depth of additional
soil removal will be between 1 to 2 metersd ending on observations in the tield (e.g.,
discolored or stained soil, debris, etc.).

Following additional soil removal, replacement sample will be collected at SPA-11, and
analyzed for the failing analyte only. A summary of replacement samples, including sample
locations and requested analyses, is provided in Table 1.
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169056

AWCH Document Control

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Wednesday, [ :ember 19, 2012 11:02 AM
To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: 100-N-87 Group Plume Chase Request:

Attachments: 100-N-87 grouping additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc

Please provide a chron number (and include the attachment). This email documents a regulatory
agreement.

Thanks,

Dan Saueressig

I 'onn  tal Project Lead
\ iton Closure Hanford
521-5326

From: Chance, Joanne C [mailto:joanne.chance@rl.doe.gov]

Sent: Mt lay, December 17, 2012 2:08 PM

To: iott, Wanda; Jakubek, Joshua E

Cc: Buckmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Berezovskiy, Inna B; ielson, Renee J; Howell, eresa Q
Subject: RE: 100-N-87 Group Plume Chase Request:

It is acceptable to me, too. Thanks.

Joanne C. Chance

U.S. Department of Energy

Office of Assistant Manager for River and Plateau
825 Jadwin Av  / MSIN A3-04

Richland, WA 99352

(£ .., 376 311

From: Elliott, Wanda (ECY) [mailto:well461@ecy.wa.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2012 4:06 P

To: Jakubek, Joshua E; Chance, Joanne C

Cc: Buckmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Berezovskiy, Inna B; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
Subject: RE: 100-N-87 Group Plume Chase Request:

The preposed approach is aceeptable to me.

Wanda Elfiott

{309 372-7904

Environmental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Prv ram

Washingten State pepartment of Ecology

ni1n
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2k, Joshua E [mailto:ieiakube@wch-rcc.com]

1y, December 11, 2012 4:01 PM

anda (ECY); Chance, Joanne C

ter, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Berezovskiy, Inna B; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
)-N-87 Group Plume Chase Request:

a & Joanne-

shed a plume chase request for additional remediation and resampling at the 100-N-87 group of sites. |
cuss this request at tomorrow's interface meeting.

Wor  you please let me know if the proposed approach will be acceptable for this area?

<<  2: 100-N-87 grouping additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc >>

Thanks,

Josh laltihek

Wa: n Closure Hanford
Res ‘ngineer

509-v4.,-4703







































Figure 1. UPR-100-N-17 Bioventing Well Island Map
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WCH, 2012, Total Effective Dose Equivalent for the Remedial Action of the 100-N Area FCS, Calculation
0100N-CA-V0100, Rev. 1, Washington Closure Hanford, Richland, Washington.
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169055

AWCH Document Control

From: Saueressig, Daniel G

Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2012 11:01 AM

To: AWCH Document Control

Subject: FW: Revised 100-N-61:1 Plume Chase Agreement:

Attachments: Revisc 100-N-61_1 grouping additional ren iation and resampling writeup.doc; UPR-100-N-
61_1 crosstabs organized.xls; asbestos resuits.xls; RE Revised 100-N-611 Plume Chase
Agreement.htm

Please provide a chron number (and include the attachments). This email documents a regulatory
agreement.

Thanks,

De eressig

FF onmental Project Lead
Washington Closure Hanford

. 521-5326

F jott, Wanda (ECY) [mailto:well461 @ECY.WA.GOV]

S 3sday, December 18, 2012 8:22 AM

T ek, Joshua E; Chance, Joanne C

C 1 er, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
Subject: Revised 100-N-61:1 Plume Chase Agreement:

The proposed approach is acceptable.

Wanda Elliott

- (509) 372-7904

Envirommental Scientist

Nuclear Waste Program

Wachipngton State Department of Ecols

- i

Fr Jakubek, Joshua E [mailto:jejakubr™“ch-rcc.com]

Se Thursday, December 13, 2012 12:32 vM

To: Elliott, Wanda (ECY); Chance, Joanne C

C kmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
S t: Revised 100-N-61:1 Plume Chase Agreement:

12/19/7017



rage 2 ot 2

Wanda & Joanne-

I have attached a revised plume chase request for additional remediation and resampling at the 100-N-61:1 group
of sites as well as the sample data results cross tabs per Wanda's request.

Would you please let me know if the proposed approach will be acceptable for this area?

<< File: Revised 100-N-61_1 grouping additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc >>
Thanks,

Josh Jakubek

Washington Closure Hanford

Resident Engineer
509-942-4703

1?2



100-N-61:1 Grouping of Waste Sites Additional Remediation and Resampling Request
Background Information

Remedial action at the 100-N-61:1, 100-N-64:1, 100-N-24, 100-N-29, 100-N-30, and 100-N-37 waste
sites (referred to as the 100-N-61:1 groupi ; of waste sites) was completed in April 2012. Verification
sampling was conducted August 14 - 16, and 21, 2012 as per the approved verification work
instruction. Twelve statistical samples plus quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) samples were
specified for each of the four decision units. In addition, 15 focused sample locations were identified.

One sample location (SZ4-10) failed direct exposure remedial action goals (RAGs) for hexavalent
chromium.

Asbestos greater than 1% was reported at five locations within the 100-N-61:1 grouping of waste sites
excavation. Pieces of asbestos containing *and/or tar paper are the source of the asbestos at four of
these locations. There was no evidence of tar and/or tar paper at the fifth sample location (SZ3-7).

Recommendation for Path Forward

Washington Closure Hanford proposes additional soil to be removed from the 100-N-61:1 grouping of
e sites at the SZ4-10 and SZ3-7 locations for disposal at the Environmental Restoration Disposal
lity. Figure 1 and 2 shows the areas where additional soil will be removed. The width of

additional remediation at SZ4-10 will be aj roximately 1 m (3 ft) on each side of where the pipeline

was cated and the length will be half the aistance between the failed veritication sample location and
the ne st passing sample location (Figure 1). The additional remediation at SZ3-7 will be an
approximate 20-ft diameter area to cover where the valve pit was located (Figure 2). Thed thof

ad tional soil removal will be between 1 to 2 meters depending on observations in the fiela (e.g.,

discolored or stained soil, debris, etc.).

M additional soil will be removed from the locations where pieces of tar and/or tar paper containing
asbestos were observed. Instead, a visual inspection will be conducted at those locations and the
pieces of tar and/or tar paper will be removed and disposed.

itional soil removal, replacement samples will be ¢« ectedat ™ -10and 73-7. T
) imples will be analyzed for the failing ar  yte(s) only. A summary of replacement
samples, including sample location and requested analyses, is provided in Table 1. No replacement
samnples will be collected at the locations where tar and/or tar paper were observed and removed.

Table 1. 100-N-61:1 Grouping of Waste Sites Replacement Sample Summary.

S I HEIS Washington State Plane
L ampre Sample Coordinates Sample Analysis
ocation . .
Number | Northing Easting
S74-10 TRD 149454 .4 571062.1 Hexavalent chromium
S73-7 TBL 149347 < 571227.6 | Asbestos

HEIS = Hanford Environmental [nformation System
TBD =to be determined



Figure 1. 100-N-61:1 Grouping of Waste Sites Additional Remediation at SZ4-10 Sketch.
“, \——-—-1d01\cad_projects\rs_somplingfigures\ 100n\ 100-n—61_fig8.dwg
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evised 100-N-61:1 Plume Chase Agreement:

From: Chance, Joanne C [joanne.chance@rl.doe.gov]

Sent: Monday, ecember 17,2012 2:26 PM

To:. wl | Joshua E; Elliott, Wanda

Ce: Buckmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
Subject: RE: Revised 100-N-61:1 Plume Chase Agreement:

Hi Wanda and Josh,

This plan is acceptable to me. Thanks.

Joanne C. Chance

U.S. Department of Energy

Office of Assistant Manager for River and Plateau
825 Jadv 1 Ave / MSIN A3-04

Richland, WA 99352

(509) 376-081

From: Jaku k, Joshua E [mailto:jejakube@wch-rcc.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 13, 2012 12:32 PM

To: Elliott, War ; Chance, Joanne C

Cc: Buckmaster, Mark A; Saueressig, Daniel G; Nielson, Renee J; Howell, Theresa Q
Subject: Revised 100-N-61:1 Plume Chase Agreement:

Wanda & Joanne-

| have attacl a revised plume chase request for additional remediation and resampling at the 100-N-61:1 group of sites as well
as the sample data results cross tabs per Wanda's request.

Would you | ase let me know if the proposed approach will be acceptable for this area?
<<Revised 100-N-61_1 grouping additional remediation and resampling writeup.doc>>

Thanks,

Josh Jakubek
Washington ( sure Hanford

Resident Engineer
509-942-4703
















































