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Attachment 2 - Attendance Record
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Equipment working in Contaminated Areas
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Attachment 1

UN T MANAGERS' MEETING AGENDA

3350 George Washington Way
September 23, 1999

1:00-4:00p.m. 100 Area 1B45

100 Ar - [~nmedial Action

N RODs Status
Clarification on the 15 Months Startup from Signature of 100-N RODs
Conf ion of Approval Signature for 100-N S2 R( it Ecology)

Confirmation that Regulator Approval Signature of the Engineering Study is not
Required -

100 Area Tri-Party Agreement Milestones
100 Area E ial Ground Brief Status-(Discussions continuing off line)
Radiologic Risk “Limit” in CVPs

Implementation of Best Management Practices for Equipment Decontamination
for N Cribs Remediation

Status of Cré+ Kd-Leachability Testing (116D7 Site)

Concurrence on Waste Sites at 100-HR-1, to accomplish TPA Milestone M-16-
26C

Remedial Action/D&D Cleanup Values









Attachment 3

MEETING MINUTES
REMEDIAL ACTION AND WASTE DISPOSAL
UNIT MANAGERS’ MEETING - 100 AREA
September 23, 1999

Attendees: See Attachment #2

Agenda: See Attachment #1

Topics of Discussion:

100 Area Remedial Action

1.

Ecology advised that 100 N RODs (100-NR-1 and 100-NR-2) are
pemng reviseu w mcorporate comments from DOE. The revision will include justification
for granting a waiver in the RODs. Ecology plans to have the two RODs finalized and
distributed to DOE in the next two weeks. EPA stated that these revisions will also
address the “To Be Determined” entries in the cleanup values table. Some
contaminants of concem still do not have a specific value in the document. EPA stated
that the 100 N Area sites have contaminants of concem that do not occur in other waste
sites, so it is not applicable to use cleanup values from other ROD documents to
complete the table. Ecology will work with ERC to establish the appropriate cleanup
values for these “TBD" contaminants.

Clarification on the 15 Months Startup from <i~~ature of 100-N RODs — DOE verified
that all attendees had the same understanding of the 100 N Area schedule. The current
schedule shows that the remedial action for the N Area cribs will begin in July, with the
100-NR-1 and 100-NR-2 sites starting in about three years. EPA stated that the

15 month timeframe would not be met to start the 100-NR-1 and 100-NR-2 sites. Also,
issues such as the specific site cleanup standards will need to be addressed in future
documentation, such as the milestone package.

Confirmation of Approval Signature for 100-N SAP/RDR (is it Ecology) — Ecology
confirmed that their agency is responsible for the approval signature on the 100 N
Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) and F  nedial Design Report (RDR) documents.
EPA discussed the upcoming EPA requirement to have an Institutional Controls
program in place at Hanford. The requirements for this EPA program are still being
defined. with the program to be impleme! :d by March, 2000. Attendees discussed the
Hanfor Groundwater Program documentation, which is in the form of a Monitoring Plan
rather than a SAP. Ecology stated that they plan to do a separate RDR for the
Groundwater program. When the 100 N Remedial Design Report is issued, that
document can reference the documentation of the Groundwater Program. Attendees
discussed the possibility of appending the IC Plan and the Groundwater Monitoring Plan
to the 100 N RDR. EPA stated that the objective is to make the Institutional Controis
Program a sitewide requirement, and they would prefer to not use it as an appendix to
site-specific documents.

Confiration that Regulator Approval Signature ¢“ ““e Engineering Study is not
Required - Ecology confirmed that their agency does not need to approve engineering

studies.










Attachment 4

066634

'BESTMANAGE  NT PRACTICE FOR WET CLEANING AND/OR DECONTAMINATION
OF EQUIPMENT WORKING IN CONTAMINATED AREAS

Remedistion Site Equipment Decontamination. The following is proposed as & best Wmmt
practice (BMP) for the wet cleaning and/or decontamination of heavy equlpment and vehicles working
directly in contaminated areas, when cleaning and/or decontamination * i~ " ded.

General BMP. Applies to all equipment cleaning/decontamination activities within a waste site.

Conduct decontamination within the waste site to prevent the spread of contaminants.
Minimize the amount of water used to clean equipment.

Use raw or potable water only,

D« add soaps, detergents, or other cleaning agents to washwater.

Pressure washing will normally use cold water (hot water may be used to avoid icing).

Steam cleaning may be used only after other decontamination methods prove to be ineffective.
Decontamination practices will be documented in the daily log.

Personnel responsible for equipment decontamination will be trained to this BMP.

Ongoing Remediation Site BMP. Applies to equipment being wuhed and/or decontaminated within
sites that have ongoing remediation,

Equipment washing/decontamination will be located in areas with ongoing waste removal.
Spent washwater and associated contamination will be kept within the area of contamination.
Pre and post washing/decontamination contaminant surveys are not required.

The Project may opt to collect washwater for reuse in the excavation or to be sent for treatment.

Completed Remediation Site BMP. Applies to equipment being washed and/or decontaminated
within sites that have achieved preliminary remediation goals (PRGs).

e At the “completion” of excavation activities at a site, the Project may opt to transport the
equipment to a nearby site that is being remediated (by excavation) to perform equipment
washing/decontamination (as described above).

¢ Equipment washing/decontamination to be performed at the site will be physically located within
the remediated site.

e A pre and post-survey will be performed on the washing/decontamination area to assess and
remediate (if required) areas affected by the activity.

e When the washing/decontamination is set up in an area of a site that has (apparently) attained the
PRGs, sampling of the area will be performed per the Sampling and Analysis Plan.

e The Project may opt to perform other methods of equipment washing and/or decontamination for a
completed site. ¢.g., wrap the equipment for transfer to a decon pad, provide for a temporary
facility at the & to collect washwater, fix the contamination to the equipment.
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