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Inter-Agency Management Integration Team Meeting Minutes
November 21, 2019

1.0 WELCOME AND LOGISTICS/FORMAT

The Inter-Agency Management Integration Team (IAMIT) meetings are normally held monthly
between the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), Washington State Department of Ecology
(Ecology), and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

Mission Support Alliance, LLC (MSA) welcomed the IAMIT members and explained this was a
standard IAMIT meeting that would cover the agenda items and action tracking table provided in
the handout (see attachments).

2.0 REVIEW IAMIT ACTION TRACKING TABLE
2.1 Action Items

2.1.1 Baseline Risk Assessment for Waste Management Area-C

Ecology stated they are ready to sign IAMIT Determinations for the Hazard Index (#2019-005)
and the Judgmental Samples (#2019-006). MSA took the action to route for signatures. The
remaining IAMIT Determination issues, Groundwater Ingestion and Food Chain Pathway, will
be discussed further by the Parties.

2.1.2 Tri-Party Agreement Dispute (IAMIT Level) Milestone M-015-93C/TPA Change
Control Form M-15-18-03 — “Initiate Characterization Field Work for 200-SW-2
OU Landfills”

Ecology requested a budget briefing from DOE on the Fiscal Year 2020 continuing resolution
impacts in accordance with paragraph 149F of the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA). *See attachment:
“Ecology requests for briefing on milestone impacts of FY 2020 Continuing Resolution”

DOE responded they are scheduling the Fiscal Year 2019 Year-End Accomplishment briefing
for December 2, 2019, but will have to reschedule due to conflicts. DOE also reported they are
going to schedule an Integrated Priorities List (IPL) briefing in the following weeks for Ecology
and EPA. Ecology stated the difference between 149F and the IPL is that Ecology and EPA have
the opportunity to provide recommendations on 149F. DOE agreed and stated their intent is to
have recommendations on the IPL meeting as well. DOE requested that the IPL comments be
captured in some formal format so the information can be provided to DOE-Headquarters. DOE
took the action to schedule the meetings.

2.1.3 Possible Adoption of the Principles and Parameters in Regulatory Documents

DOE requested a commitment to set a date when the Parties can start initial discussions. DOE
proposed a meeting to discuss the format and forum in which the discussion will be conducted.
Ecology agreed with DOE’s approach.
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2.1.4 Changes/Updates to TPA Paragraphs 148/149

DOE asked if the Parties agree paragraphs 148/149 need updating. DOE stated paragraphs
148/149 need to be updated to reflect the current federal budgeting process. EPA responded they
agree 148/149 need to be updated because the intent is not currently being met. EPA further
stated the updates need to be mindful of the federal budget process but also needs to meet the
original intent of the 148/149 requirements pertaining to the meaningful sharing of information
with enough detail and a real opportunity for EPA and Ecology to influence priorities. Ecology
noted they are also committed to updating the paragraphs and suggested starting from scratch to
draft changes to 148/149.

DOE reiterated they will not negotiate federal budgeting process, Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) Circulars, and appropriations law. If all Parties understand the parameters, a
meaningful level of information can be shared. EPA responded there is other information not
part of the OMB Circulars that informs decisions that can be shared.

DOE proposed an Agreement in Principle (AIP) be used to set parameters (sharing of
information and the ability to influence at the appropriate points) and have a small working
group that would report back to the IAMIT. Ecology stated in addition to the AIP, they would
prefer to draft a change control form in a room with a small team, to include the Parties’
attorneys in attendance, to prevent sending redlined markups of the proposed changes back-and-
forth between attorneys. DOE agreed with Ecology’s proposal. MSA took the action to draft an
AIP for changes to paragraphs 148/149 to be negotiated by March 31, 2020.

2.1.5 Draft Agreement in Principle: Revising and Updating TPA Appendices H and I

Ecology requested to close the action item for updating TPA appendices H and I as this is being
discussed at other forums. DOE requested the action item remain on IAMIT agenda for tracking

purposes only.

2.2  Status Updates

2.2,1 Tri-Party Agreement Five-Year Update (2017)

MSA proposed to close this action item and stated the items covered under the Five-Year Update
are being tracked under other topics, with the exception of section 11.8 (ORP Critical Path
Process). Ecology suggested section 11.8 could be discussed when they talk about paragraphs
148/149. The Parties agreed to close this action.

2.2.2 Modifications to Tri-Party Agreement Section 9.4, Administrative Record (AR) to
Eliminate Hard Copy Requirements

Ecology stated they received a briefing on the process of updating the AR and are awaiting
closure of further actions before approving the initiative to eliminate hard copy records from the
AR. Ecology specified there are two separate items, one being the TPA database application
which Ecology is extremely satisfied with, the other is the ability to pull documents out of the
AR without notification to the TPA project managers. Ecology noted that this impedes the effort
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to eliminate hard copies to the AR and is waiting for procedures to be written by MSA, which
explains how a document will be removed from the AR and whom has the authority to do so.
Ecology referenced Section 4 of the TPA and stated this is not currently being followed.

DOE asked if Ecology’s concern was once something is put into the AR, it could be removed
without anybody knowing. Ecology responded that was the issue.

DOE asked who the lead with MSA is that is working on the issue. MSA responded that there
are two groups currently working on the AR, they are Information Management and Sitewide
Environmental Assurance. DOE requested MSA identify the lead on updating the AR procedure
for removing items from the AR and the due date for completing the task.

Ecology stated they do not have a change control form to update section 9.4 but once actions are
completed, Ecology is ready to sign. DOE responded that the action will eventually be MSA’s to
draft the change control form, but not at this time.

2.2.3 Agreement in Principle (AIP) for the Negotiation of HFFACO Revisions in
Response to Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2018 Appropriation and FFY 2019
President’s Budget

DOE asked Ecology if negotiations on updating TPA paragraphs 148/149 were a precursor to the
budget issue. Ecology responded that the Representative Analogous Waste Site Coordinating
Agency Liaisons (RASCAL) could be a possible solution for the milestones in this AIP.

EPA explained the RASCAL team’s outputs would be potential milestone changes to aid in
budget negotiations.

DOE suggested changing the description on the status update to reflect that the RASCAL team
conclusions might provide a resolution to this issue.

Ecology stated that if the scope of milestone M-085-80 includes part of the PUREX plant, they
will want this milestone discussed as part of the Fiscal Year 2020 presentation, as Ecology has
an issue with DOE delaying that work indefinitely after some assertions were made regarding the
PUREX tunnels. DOE stated they are familiar with the landscape regarding this issue, but may
not necessarily agree with Ecology.

2.2.4 Milestone M-035-09K “Conduct biennial assessments of information and data
access needs with EPA and Ecology”

Ecology stated they met with DOE on November 6, 2019 and presented a revised change control
form for M-035-09K. DOE expressed concern that EPA was not present during the M-035-09K
meeting and would like to have them as part of the discussion before the dispute is moved to a
Director’s Determination. Ecology responded that the dispute process is not set up to have both
Ecology and EPA in one dispute. EPA stated that changes in the TPA criteria should have all
Parties involved.

Ecology suggested a solution is to have DOE sign their version of the change control form or
they can move to the Director’s Determination. DOE responded they are agreeable to the
concept, but does not agree with the changes to make a primary document.
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Ecology offered a follow on meeting with EPA to brief the status of the change control form.
EPA responded they would be open to a meeting to discuss further.

Ecology stated if the Parties come to an agreement within two weeks, and sign a change control
form, the dispute would be terminated. DOE responded that if it does go to the Director’s
Determination, DOE is ready to file an appeal.

DOE confirmed with Ecology, per Ecology’s letter (19-NWP-092), that the dispute is whether or
not milestone M-035-09K was met. Ecology responded that the letter says milestone M-035-09K
was not met and DOE is noncompliant with TPA Sections 9.6.2 and 9.6.5. Ecology also stated
that milestone M-035-09 says DOE will propose implementation schedules, which has not been
done, so a Director’s Determination will result in DOE getting implementation schedules, which
is the draft milestone provided.

2.2.5 400 Area Fire Suppression/RCRA Permit Modification

MSA stated the Parties agreed to do a RCRA permit modification, which completes this action
item. DOE and Ecology concurred with closing this item.

2.2.6 PCB Samples at the 200-DV-1 Operable Unit

DOE provided a presentation to the IAMIT for the “200-DV-1 Operable Unit Polychlorinated
Biphenyl Results for Waste Sites 216-T-19 and 216-S-13" (see attachments for presentation).

DOE explained there was a sampling analysis plan (SAP) that stated aroclor analysis will be
followed by congener analysis. However, the congener analysis was missed. DOE stated that
Ecology wants DOE to go back and perform the congener analysis. Since then, DOE requested a
data package. The data package was sent to DOE and forwarded to Ecology. DOE explained the
discussion with Ecology would be of value if there were non-detects and to decide if there would
be any value going back and testing. DOE noted the peer review methodology that takes the
component fraction of the aroclors at the non-detects limit and translates it to the magnitude of
less. DOE summarized that if there is a non-detect and the peer review methodology is used, then
the limit is good. DOE asked EPA, as the enforcer of the SAP, what their opinion was.

Ecology followed by asking if the project managers have discussed this. EPA responded they
have not spoken in depth on this subject and noted they would like to see how the 200-EA-1
samples help determine the process for 200-DV-1 but would like to discuss the timing further.
EPA suggested this discussion happen at the project manager’s level. EPA added that the
expectations are to be procedurally compliant and there is a Conduct of Operations (CONOPS)
discipline question in not following the SAP. DOE agreed that if the plan changes it will be
reflected in the SAP and DOE is addressing the CONOPS issue.

DOE asked for confirmation that the IAMIT Determination states Ecology reserves the right to
do split samples. EPA confirmed aroclor data would be available for review for comparison on
positive PQL.

Ecology suggested moving discussions to the project manager level. The Parties agreed this issue
will be discussed at the PM level and closed at the IAMIT level.
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3.0 NEW IAMIT TOPIC

3.1 EPA Approval of Ecology-lead CERCLA OU Documents

DOE stated there are Ecology-lead Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act (CERCLA) Operable Units (OU) documents that are getting minimal EPA input,
which is a concern. DOE’s concern is that 42-USC-92-20G states that CERCLA authority is a
non-delegable authority. DOE continued that 42-USC-92-20F section allows relevant state and
local officials to participate in the planning and sections of the remedial actions. DOE clarified
that the concern is there is a lot of ongoing work by the State (Ecology), that is not involving
EPA.

Ecology responded their position is DOE requested in the early 1990s timeframe that the TPA be
changed to a one-regulator approach, which was granted. Ecology continued that going back on
the request would be inefficient. Ecology noted if EPA were the sole regulator for CERCLA,
Ecology would do Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) facility
investigations/corrective measures study (RFI/CMS) separate from the remedial
investigation/feasibility Study (RI/FS), which would be a mess. Ecology stated it is clear that
EPA signs the SAP and approves the record of decision (ROD). EPA agreed with Ecology’s
opinion and stated staff limitations.

EPA suggested the information be shared between the attorneys so they can discuss further.

Ecology noted there was a corrective action settlement that resulted in Ecology accepting
CERCLA programs. DOE responded that the settlement cannot supersede the law. Ecology
noted they did not agree with DOE’s interpretation. DOE suggested tracking this topic for an
additional IAMIT meeting.

4.0 SPECIAL TOPIC

4.1 A Path Forward for Accelerating Cleanup Decision for Central Plateau Waste Sites

EPA provided a presentation on “A Path Forward for Accelerating Cleanup Decision for Central
Plateau Waste Sites”, aka the “RASCAL” team (see attachments for presentation).

EPA reported on the team assignment, actions taken, approach that has been drafted and its
benefits. EPA is requesting agreement from the IAMIT to continue the RASCAL team’s work.

EPA stated the team’s focus is to formalize a consensus-based process in which those individuals
with decision-making authority can agree on key decisions, ultimately expediting decision-
making and minimizing rework. The team is made up of DOE, EPA and Ecology with additional
support from contractors. EPA noted the assignment is to develop the initial framework and gain
agreement from the IAMIT.

EPA stated the key components of conceptualized approach is to develop a Record of Decision
(ROD) based on characterized representative waste sites, use Explanation of Significant
Differences to incorporate “unconfirmed” waste sites, consider ROD amendment (if a
completely different remedy is warranted), and identify and implement early response actions
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(either remedial or removal). Ecology added the team is still looking at representative analogous
sites.

EPA reported the RASCAL team is primarily focused on identifying the conceptual site model
(CSM) groups and associated waste sites. The identified scope includes the 200-BC-1, 200-EA-
1 and 200-WA-1 OUs. Between these OUs there are 300 waste sites with existing SAPs that
would consist of a lot of field characterization that would take years to complete. The RASCAL
team would be able to characterize sites prior to the ROD, which would result in a time savings.

EPA stated the RASCAL approach is considering 13 CSM groups and eight (8) likely response
actions. If the analogous sites are not confirmed in the future and need a different remedy, the
team is proposing to have a range of alternative remedies that the public has a chance to review.

DOE noted that its use of the word “analogous” is in terms of the CSM, but that its table is a
draft and would be subject to further change and modeling.

DOE asked the RASCAL team if the process could be segmented out and a stop point could be
utilized. Ecology responded that it is possible, and that could be in the implementation schedule.

EPA stated the next steps for the RASCAL team would consist of:

Identifying sites for early response actions, complete framework,

Identifying necessary modifications to 200-EA-1/WA-1/BC-1 RI/FS work plans
(including timeline),

Discussing and proposing implementation milestones, and

Documenting in IAMIT Determination in March.

EPA noted there is a problem with DOE not having enough Remove-Treat-Dispose (RTD)
project locations that generate contaminated soil to mix with Deactivation, Decommissioning,
Decontamination, and Demolition (D4) project debris, which would result in using clean fill and
expand Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility unnecessarily. DOE responded there are
200-PW-1., -2, -3 and -4 Z ditches with about 400,000 cubic meters of material that work starts
in FY 2021. Ecology and EPA both requested a timeline in the work plans to see if D4 debris
and soil decisions align. DOE noted the IPL meeting should answer the Parties’ questions.

The RASCAL team asked the IAMIT to agree to proceed with their proposed next steps. The
IAMIT agreed.

5.0 UPCOMING TOPICS/ACTION ITEMS FOR FUTURE IAMIT
MEETINGS

MSA will route the latest versions of the Baseline Risk Assessment for Waste Management
Area-C IAMIT Determinations for Hazard Index and Judgmental Samples for IAMIT signatures.

DOE took the action to schedule the Fiscal Year 2019 Year-End Accomplishment briefing and
the Fiscal Year 2020 Continuing Resolution Impacts and Integrated Priorities List (IPL)
meetings.

MSA took the action to draft TPA Paragraph 148/149 AIP for the Parties’ review.
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IAMIT requested to carry the principles and parameters discussion to the next IAMIT meeting to
discuss the possibility of a working group and determine the process and path forward.

DOE requested MSA identify the lead on updating the AR procedure for removing items from
the AR and the due date for completing the task.

Meeting was scheduled for Monday, November 25, 2019 for the Parties to brief EPA on the M-
-035-09K dispute.

DOE requested to carry the EPA Approval of Ecology-lead CERCLA OU Documents topic to
the next IAMIT meeting for discussion.

The next IAMIT meeting is scheduled for December 19, 2019.
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Tri-Party Agreement

1.5, Department of Energy
Washington State Dapartment of Ecology
U.5. Environmental Protection Agency

Inter-Agency Management Integration Team Meeting

Thursday November 21, 2019, 8-9 a.m.*

Department of Ecology, 3100 Port of Benton Blvd, Conference Rooms 3A/B, Richland, WA

Agenda

No Time

POC /Org

Topic

1 8:00 - 8:02 a.m.

Michael Turner, MSA

Welcome and Meeting Logistics/Format

2 8:02 — 8:20 a.m.

Michael Turner, MSA
TAMIT and attendees

Review IAMIT Action Tracking Table

Mike Cline, DOE-RL

New JIAMIT Topic
- EPA Approval of ECY-lead CERCLA

3 8:20 — 8:30 am. IAMIT Members OU Documents
- Craig Cameron,
EPA (lead)
- Nina Menard, Special Topic: A Path Forward for
‘ . ) Kim Welsch, Accelerating Cleanup Decisions for Central
4 8:30-8:55am. ECY Plateau Waste Sites
- Doug
Hildebrand, John
Neath, DOE
, Upcoming Topics/Action Items for Future
5 8:55-8:50 am, | “uichael Tumer, MSA v /nrir Meetings
IAMIT members

- Agreement on 2020 IAMIT schedule

6 8:59-9:00 a.m.

Michael Turner, MSA
IAMIT members

Review of Today’s Actions

*Note: There is a “core” IAMIT meeting immediately following (WMA-C
Baseline Risk Assessment Remaining Issues)




Inter-Agency Management Integration Team Decision Table/Action Tracking

November 21, 2019

Table|.  Action Items?

1. Baseline Risk Assessment for WMA-C

Reference:

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

Phase Il RCRA Facility Investigation for Waste Management Area C (RPP-RPT-58339)
M-045-61 (completed)/TPA Appendix |

02/21/19

Open

N/A

Parties are being asked to agree on the path forward/resolution for four specific areas of
the Baseline Risk Assessment: Judgmental Samples; Hazards Index; Groundwater Ingestion
and Food Chain Pathway

Presentations were given by Ecology and DOE at the 02/21/19 IAMIT. At that meeting,
Ecology requested more time to consider the issue. There was no change in status at the
3/21/19 IAMIT. The IAMIT met on 05/08/19 to attempt resolution on 4 issues. Two of four
(Judgmental Samples and Hazard Index) were resolved and IAMIT Determinations have
been drafted and are with the IAMIT for review. The two remaining issues (Groundwater
Ingestion and Food Chain Pathway) are being discussed internally by Ecology and await
resolution. There were other broader issues discussed regarding future land use and the
possible formal adoption of the Inner Areas Principles to apply to tank farm cleanup that
are up for future discussion by the IAMIT. IAMIT is still tasked with resolving the remaining
two issues (Groundwater Ingestion and Food Chain Pathway). The parties must also
determine whether the Baseline Risk Assessment is a TPA Primary or Secondary
Document. At the 07/18/19 IAMIT, the parties agreed to a “core” IAMIT meeting to discuss
the Groundwater Ingestion and Food Chain Pathway further. MSA took the action to
schedule the meeting. Parties have yet to agree to a date. Ecology noted their staff was
reviewing the Judgmental Samples and Hazard Index IAMIT Determinations. At the
08/15/19 IAMIT, Ecology stated that they were still reviewing the draft IAMIT
Determinations for Judgmental Samples and Hazard Indices. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT,
Ecology committed to reviewing the language in the Hazard Index IAMIT Determination
(#2019-005) and Judgmental Samples IAMIT Determination (#2019-006) for the BRA WMA-
C by the November 2019 IAMIT meeting. Ecology also committed to scheduling an internal
meeting with Ecology staff to discuss the two remaining issues (Groundwater Ingestion
and Food Chain Pathway) and then talk about the outcome with the November IAMIT. A
“stand-alone” IAMIT meeting to discuss the Groundwater Ingestion and Food Chain
Pathway issues is scheduled for 11/21/19.

L *New information shown in blue.
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2. Tri-Party Agreement Dispute (IAMIT Level) Milestone M-015-93C / TPA Change Control Form M-15-18-03 —
“Initiate Characterization Field Work for 200-SW-2 OU Landfills”

Reference:
Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:
Dispute Extended:

Action:

Comments:

Closed:

Letter: 18-NWP-096; Statement of Dispute: AR-01073 (letter 19-SGD-0008)
M-015-93C

Dispute initiated at the Project Manager level 7/09/18. Elevated to the IAMIT level on
03/14/19.

Open

The Parties had until 04/30/19 to resolve dispute at the IAMIT level (latest extension
signed on 04/04/19). On 05/16/19, the Parties agreed not to issue the Director’s
Determination extension and work resolution via the budget AIP and TA.

Parties are being asked to resolve dispute at the IAMIT level or send to Ecology Director for
Director’s Determination.

At the 4/24/19 IAMIT meeting, Ecology noted that the TPA-prescribed due date for a Final
(Director’s) Determination may have lapsed and proposed extending the dispute at the
IAMIT level. DOE took the action to set up a meeting to discuss Federal Fiscal Years 2018,
2019 budgets. DOE-RL stated that this milestone is now different from the other
milestones in the Agreement in Principle (AIP) and Tentative Agreement (TA) and needs to
be addressed separately (Ecology elevated it from the PM level to the IAMIT level). On
05/16/19, the Parties agreed not to issue the Director’s Determination extension and work
resolution via the budget AIP and TA. A draft AIP and TA which includes M-015-93C, is in
review by the Parties. If signed, the AIP and TA including M-015-93C would resolve this
dispute. On 07/03/19 Ecology noted it would not sign the AIP until it received a response
to its letter of 07/10/19 (19-NWP-109). At the 08/15/19 IAMIT meeting, Ecology stated
that the AIP remains on hold until it gets a reply to its 07/10/19 letter. DOE said it was still
coordinating its response with DOE Headquarters. EPA also requested to see the DOE
response when issued. On 09/09/19, DOE-RL requested Ecology’s reconsideration in
approving the AIP to begin negotiating the milestones impacted by the FFY 2018 and 2019
budget via letter 19-AMRP-0074. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, there was no change in status.
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3. Possible Adoption of the Principles and Parameters in Regulatory Documents

Reference:

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

DOE/RL-2004-60, REV.1
N/A

05/16/19

Open

N/A

Parties are being asked to consider adopting the Principles and Parameters for use as a
standard in producing regulatory documents.

IAMIT has agreed to discuss this topic as a “core” IAMIT meeting. No meeting date set. On
6/20/19, Ecology stated they needed to discuss this internally and discuss and would
report status at the 07/18/19 IAMIT meeting. At the 07/18/19 IAMIT meeting the parties
agreed to refer to this topic as the “Principles and Parameters” and the parties agreed to
add this topic to a future regularly scheduled IAMIT meeting to discuss further. At the
08/15/19 IAMIT meeting, the parties agreed to address this issue in a stand-alone, topic-
specific IAMIT meeting. MSA took the action to schedule that meeting. Parties have yet to
agree on a date for this meeting. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, the agreed to discuss this subject
and path forward at the November IAMIT. The parties also discussed the possibility of
assembling a small group to evaluate the principles and parameters and then bring a
recommendation back to the IAMIT.
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4. Changes/Updates to TPA Paragraphs 148/149

Reference

Affected Milestone:

Originated
Status

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments

Closed

: Tri-Party Agreement Legal Agreement, paragraphs 148, 149
N/A

: 05/16/19

: Open

N/A

Parties are being asked to revise and update TPA paragraphs 148/149 (see also “Status
Updates, item #1 below).

: IAMIT has agreed to discuss this update and potentially change the TPA Legal Agreement.
The parties have been discussing potential changes for a number of years. History and
background have been provided. IAMIT is being asked to meet as a “core” team to discuss
changes and eventually recommend to the Executive Managers signing a TPA Change
Control Form to document those changes. Meeting was held on 06/27/19, with the
parties’ subject matter experts and legal teams to discuss the history and rationale for
proposed changes. DOE is reviewing paragraphs 148/149 to look at simplifying the
proposed changes and will provide to regulators for review. At the 07/18/19 IAMIT, the
parties agreed that a kick-off meeting should be scheduled to sign the AIP and start
negotiations. At the 08/15/19 IAMIT meeting, MSA agreed to work with DOE to schedule a
kick-off meeting. Parties have yet to agree to a date for the meeting. On 09/09/19, DOE-
RL provided to Ecology via letter 19-AMRP-0074, a timeline of efforts made to update the
language in 148 and 149 and offered to schedule joint meetings to accomplish this task. At
the 10/17/19 IAMIT, DOE noted they would not take further action at this time without
further discussion and buy in from the parties to perform a meaningful exercise to revise
paragraphs 148 and 149. DOE stated they are committed to following federal law and the
TPA and will continue to do so whether these paragraphs are revised or not.
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5. Draft Agreement in Principle: Revising and Updating TPA Appendices H and |

Reference:

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

Tri-Party Agreement Action Plan, Appendices H and |
M-042-00 and M-045-00 series

05/16/19

Open

N/A

Parties are being asked to review the draft TPA Agreement in Principle for entering into
formal negotiations to revise and update TPA Appendices H and |.

The parties agree that TPA appendices H and | are outdated and in need of change. Though
attempts have been made and proposals for changing have been shared by the parties, no
change has occurred. In light of the current 241-C-106 Waiver Request Denial Dispute, the
parties are agreeing to enter formal TPA negotiations. At the 6/20/19 IAMIT, the Parties
agreed to schedule a kick-off meeting and share the draft AIP, meeting has yet to be
scheduled. At the 07/18/19 IAMIT, the parties agreed that an AIP was necessary to enter
into negotiations for updates to Appendices H & | in a two-phased approach, first being
the easy updates and then proceed to the more challenging updates. The parties also
agreed to add TPA section 11.8 (ORP Critical Path) as part of these negotiations. At the
08/15/19 IAMIT, MSA took the action to revise the draft Appendix H, | AIP to include TPA
section 11.8. Ecology noted that the TPA dispute over retrieval criteria for SST 241-C-106,
currently before the Washington State Pollution Control Hearings Board could delay
discussions. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, the parties agreed revisions to Appendices H and |
should be placed on hold pending the path forward determined from the Hanford tank
waste mission “holistic” discussions.
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Table ll.  Status Updates

1. Tri-Party Agreement Five-Year Update (2017)

Reference
Affected Milestone

Originated:

Status

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments

TPA Article XXXVIII

C-008-05 (completed on 3/6/17 via \AMIT Determination 2017-001)
N/A

Open

N/A

Parties will meet for close-out meeting and commit to meet regularly {or semi-regularly) on
remaining agreed-upon sections targeted for updating (*see below).

Ten TPA Class Il Change Control Forms were signed at the 08/18/17 IAMIT meeting. One Class
| Change Control Form was signed at the ECY Director and EPA Regional Administrator level.
One Class | Change Control Form was disapproved by EPA.

*Some of the TPA Change Forms initially proposed as part of the TPA update (Paragraphs
148/149, Appendices H and |, and Section 11.8) will not be implemented due to time and
available resources. However, the parties have agreed to continue talks on these areas.

Notes: The TPA agencies have determined the changes to the TPA were “not significant” and
thereby not subject to public comment. A reprint decision of the TPA has been postponed to
late Fall pending changes to the above-mentioned sections of the TPA meeting agreement by
the parties. The Parties have committed to continuing talks on other potential changes to the
TPA, notably Appendices H, |, Section 11.8 and Paragraphs 148/149. ending the outcome of
these potential changes, a decision to reprint the TPA will be made. A decision to reprint must
be made by July 31st to complete by the end of the fiscal year. At the 10/18/18 IAMIT
meeting, EPA agreed to take the lead in coordinating a Paragraph 148/149 meeting to discuss
EPA’s legal comments with the Parties for resolution.

At the 12/20/18 IAMIT meeting, Ecology stated they have been discussing minor changes to
Appendix | with ORP.
At the 01/31/19 IAMIT, EPA requested the latest proposed changes to TPA Paragraphs

148/149. EPA agreed to review the draft change control form (L-16-01) and provide a status
at the February IAMIT.

At the 03/21/19 IAMIT, the Parties were asked for an update on proposed changes to TPA
Paragraphs 148/149. There was no change in status. At the 04/24/19 IAMIT meeting, EPA
stated they are still working on providing comments on TPA paragraphs 148/149 and
indicated they would like to be doing the same things that are in the TPA, just update them to
reflect current terminology. At the 05/16/19 IAMIT, IAMIT agreed to revisit the history of the
proposed changes and devote subject matter experts and/or legal staff to work on changes.
At the 6/20/19, the Parties agreed to wait on making a reprint decision and there are still
significant updates to the TPA being worked. At the 7/18/19 IAMIT, Ecology noted minor
cleanup is needed in Section 11.8 and to address it with the AIP for updating Appendices H
and I. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, DOE asked if this action should be kept open or closed, as the
actions regarding updates to Section 11.8, Appendix H and | and Paragraphs 148 and 149, now
have their own actions and discussions as part of the IAMIT. Parties are being asked to close
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Inter-Agency Management Integration Team Decision Table/Action Tracking

Closed:

November 21, 2019

this action and address any remaining aspects in the next TPA Five-Year Review, scheduled to

be completed by 6/30/2022.

2. Modifications to TPA Section 9.4, “Administrative Record,” to Eliminate Hard Copy Requirements

Reference:

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

TPA Section 9.4

N/A

11/15/18 (re-opened)

Open - Change Control Form P-09-18-01 has been drafted, is under review.
N/A

Sign Change Control Form

Change Control Form in draft, proposes eliminating the requirement to maintain hard-
copy files in the Hanford Administrative Record. DOE has authorized an Administrative
Record system upgrade. This upgrade will enhance search and retrieval capabilities, allow
multi-field filtering, provide canned and ad hoc reporting functionality, enable electronic
document submittal, and improve system response time. At the December 20, 2018 IAMIT
meeting, Ecology indicated they would be ready to sign this change control form when the
AR upgrade is complete. The system upgrade is planned to be completed during the third
quarter of FY2019. MSA is working with the TPA Agencies on a transition plan with the goal
of launching the new, upgraded site during the last week of June. On 06/27/19, the
upgraded Hanford Administrative Record was officially launched. Ecology has initially
provided positive feedback. At the 07/18/19 IAMIT meeting, Ecology stated they wanted a
“validation and verification” meeting to assess the Administrative Record upgrades. On
8/28/19, a validation meeting was held. Action is with Ecology to propose a new TPA
Change Control Form or make changes to the existing (P-09-18-01). On 9/03/19, Ecology
stated they would like DOE to prepare AR indexes at regular intervals and will draft a CCF
with proposed language to modify Section 9 of the TPA and provide to DOE/EPA for
review. Ecology also requested additional functionality in the AR for replicating the RCRA
Permit at any given point in time. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, is was noted the action is
currently with Ecology to draft the change control form with the proposed modifications to
Section 9 of the TPA, to include the Administrative Record indices Ecology has requested
from DOE.
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Inter-Agency Management Integration Team Decision Table/Action Tracking

November 21, 2019

3. Agreement in Principle for the Negotiation of HFFACO Revisions in Response to Federal Fiscal Year (FFY)
2018 Appropriation and FFY 2019 President’s Budget

Reference:
Affected Milestone:

Originated:
Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

N/A

M-015-84, M-015-91B, M-015-92C, M-015-83B, M-015-93C, M-015-98, M-015-99, M-015-
112, M-016-255, M-016-256, M-085-70 (currently in dispute at the PM level), M-085-80

12/20/18

Open - Agreement in Principle (AIP) and corresponding Tentative Agreement (TA) have
been drafted

N/A
Sign Agreement in Principle, enter into negotiations

These negotiations are driven primarily by requirements found in HFFACO, Legal
Agreement, Paragraph 148.A, which requires DOE-RL to include in its annual budget
request to the DOE Office of Environmental Management (DOE-EM) estimated funding
levels required to achieve full compliance with HFFACO milestones. The FFY 2018
appropriation by Congress and the FFY 2019 President’s budget request to Congress,
respectively, were less than the DOE-RL estimated funding levels submitted to DOE-EM.
HFFACO, Legal Agreement, Paragraph 149.G allows DOE-RL to propose changes to
milestones in response to congressional budget appropriations that are less than
estimated funding levels required to achieve full compliance. HFFACO, Legal Agreement,
Paragraph 149.D states that DOE-RL shall assess the impacts of the President’s budget on
DOE-RL’s ability to complete milestones on time. At the 12/20/18 IAMIT meeting, Ecology
stated they had received drafts of the AIP and TA on 12/19/18, were scheduled to meet
with their attorneys to review them, and will respond back to DOE. At the 01/31/19
IAMIT, Ecology stated EPA had been on furlough and needed to restart these discussions.

At the 2/21/19 IAMIT, the Parties were asked for an update on status. There was no
change in status. At the 3/21/19 IAMIT, Ecology stated that both Ecology and EPA were
discussing the language in the AIP and TA and will send to DOE. Action is with Ecology and
EPA to provide comments. Ecology questioned the language in the AIP/TA and sent it to
EPA for their review. At the 04/24/19 IAMIT, DOE-RL took the action to schedule a
teleconference between the Tri-Parties to discuss current status and path forward to
negotiations. (See also item above regarding M-015-93C.) On 05/06/19, DOE received the
AIP from EPA and is currently reviewing it for approval. At the 06/20/19 IAMIT, the parties
discussed expectations for the AIP. Ecology stated there is a letter going to DOE regarding
budget that was currently in review with Ecology legal. On 07/03/19 Ecology noted it
would not sign AIP until it received a response to its letter of 07/10/19 (19-NWP-109).
DOE requested an extension to 08/02/19 to respond to the letter. At the 08/15/19 IAMIT
meeting, Ecology stated that the AIP remains on hold until it gets a reply to its 07/10/19
letter. DOE said it was still coordinating its response with DOE Headquarters. EPA also
requested to see the DOE response when issued. As of 09/09/19, DOE-RL requested
Ecology’s reconsideration of approving the AIP to begin negotiating the milestones
impacted by the FFY 2018 and 2019 budget via letter 19-AMRP-0074. At the 10/17/19
IAMIT Ecology stated they wanted to resolve the issues with TPA Paragraphs 148/149
before signing an AIP. DOE disagreed, saying the issues were separate.
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November 21, 2019

4. Milestone M-035-09K “Conduct biennial assessments of information and data access needs with EPA and

Ecology”

Reference:
Affected Milestone:

Originated

Status:
Dispute Extended:

Action
Comments

Closed:

19-NWP-050, 19-AMRP-0059
M-035-09K (potentially)
04/24/19

Dispute Resolution

N/A

Status only

On 03/15/19, Ecology sent DOE letter 19-NWP-050, stating that it believed M-035-09K was
in jeopardy of being missed, and that it had determined that DOE was non-compliant with
TPA sections 9.6.2 and 9.6.5. In the same letter, Ecology stated that DOE must grant
Ecology access to “all data and databases that are relevant to work performed or to be
performed under the TPA by March 31, 2019” or face potential penalties of $5, 000 for the
first week and $10,000 per week, per violation thereafter. On 03/29/19, DOE sent Ecology
letter 19-AMRP-0059, stating that it had completed a full assessment of the data access
needs spelled out in milestone M-035-09K, and thereby had met the milestone. At the
04/24/19 IAMIT, Ecology stated they could see a potential dispute for this milestone and
requested a meeting be scheduled prior to the next regularly scheduled IAMIT on
05/16/19, to see if their issue can be resolved. This meeting was held 05/07/19, with no
resolution. On 05/28/19, the Parties met and discussed a potential path forward. Ecology
reiterated its electronic data access needs are currently not being met. DOE committed to
work with its contractors to “flag/tag” a preliminary subset of TPA related document
categories as “TPA Related” in IDMS. This conceptual method will be used to grant Ecology
access within IDMS to said document categories. All parties agreed Ecology will provide an
initial list of document types for the contractors to begin tagging, this is not an all-inclusive
list, just a starting point to test this conceptual method. Additional workflow and technical
solutions may be needed to ensure compliance with sections 9.6.2 and 9.6.5 of the TPA
action plan, Ecology and DOE have agreed to this pilot project in good faith. At the
6/20/19 IAMIT, Ecology indicated they want milestone M-035-09K replaced in the TPA.
DOE declined and stated they are willing to go to dispute. On 07/01/19, DOE informed
Ecology it would be providing three replacement milestones for M-035-09K, At the
7/18/19 IAMIT, the parties agreed to meet and agree to “easy list” and discuss schedules.
On 08/10/19, DOE initiated the TPA dispute resolution process. On 09/19/19, the dispute
was elevated to the IAMIT by DOE, with an accompanying Statement of Dispute (letter 19-
AMRP-0081). Dispute is extended at the IAMIT level until 11/21/19 (to coincide with the
IAMIT meeting).
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November 21, 2019

5. Modifications to TPA Section 9.4, “Administrative Record,” to Eliminate Hard Copy Requirements

Reference: TPA Section 9.4

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

N/A

11/15/18 (re-opened)

Open - Change Control Form P-09-18-01 has been drafted, is under review.
N/A

Sign Change Control Form

Change Control Form in draft, proposes eliminating the requirement to maintain hard-
copy files in the Hanford Administrative Record. DOE has authorized an Administrative
Record system upgrade. This upgrade will enhance search and retrieval capabilities, allow
multi-field filtering, provide canned and ad hoc reporting functionality, enable electronic
document submittal, and improve system response time. At the December 20, 2018 IAMIT
meeting, Ecology indicated they would be ready to sign this change control form when the
AR upgrade is complete. The system upgrade is planned to be completed during the third
quarter of FY2019. MSA is working with the TPA Agencies on a transition plan with the goal
of launching the new, upgraded site during the last week of June. On 06/27/19, the
upgraded Hanford Administrative Record was officially launched. Ecology has initially
provided positive feedback. At the 07/18/19 IAMIT meeting, Ecology stated they wanted a
“validation and verification” meeting to assess the Administrative Record upgrades. On
8/28/19, a validation meeting was held. Action is with Ecology to propose a new TPA
Change Control Form or make changes to the existing (P-09-18-01). On 9/03/19, Ecology
stated they would like DOE to prepare AR indexes at regular intervals and will draft a CCF
with proposed language to modify Section 9 of the TPA and provide to DOE/EPA for
review. Ecology also requested additional functionality in the AR for replicating the RCRA
Permit at any given point in time. At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, is was noted this action is
currently with Ecology to draft the change control form with the proposed modifications to
Section 9 of the TPA, to include the Administrative Record indices Ecology has requested
from DOE.

Closed: —
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November 21, 2019

6. 400 Area Fire Suppression/RCRA Permit Modification

Reference:

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

N/A

N/A

08/15/19 IAMIT

Open -

N/A

Approve RCRA Permit Modification

Parties are being asked to approve a Class 2 RCRA Permit modification to remove the
FFTF/400 Area Fire Suppression System, which would allow decommissioning of the
system. Options were offered for alternate fire detection/suppression systems in lieu of
existing system. DOE-RL presented to the IAMIT on 10/17/19. The Parties have tentatively
agreed option four, to install a pressure-indicating transmitter on the argon line near the
argon type tanks with a signal sent out to either the Hanford Fire Department or Hanford
Patrol, or the Central Control Office, was the most viable option.

7. PCB Samples at the 200-DV-1 Operable Unit

Reference:

Affected Milestone:
Originated:

Status:

Dispute Extended:
Action:

Comments:

Closed:

Table Ill.

N/A

N/A

10/17/19 IAMIT

Open -

N/A

Potential Approval of Updated Sampling and Analysis Plan for 200-DV-1 QU

Parties are being asked to approve a potential revision to the 200-DV-1 SAP based on
IAMIT Determination #2019-003, approved June 20, 2019. This IAMIT determination was
an agreement for the 200-EA-1 OU, which allows DOE to perform EPA Method 8082 on
shallow-zone samples to evaluate risk to human health and the environment, and to
perform EPA Method 1668 on any of the samples where there is a Method 8082 detect
above the practical quantitation limit (PQL). At the 10/17/19 IAMIT, DOE took the action
to assemble a data package to support the discussion of PCB Samples at the 200-DV-1 QU
during the next IAMIT meeting in November. This data package will include: 1) the delta
between the sampling performed and the sampling required, and 2) the forms from the
analytical data packages.

Recently Closed/Other Agreements

NONE
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200-DV-1 OU PCB/Congeners

» Two waste sites in 200-DV-1 OU were identified for PCB
analysis (216-T-19 and 216-S-13)

» PCB congener analysis identified in Table 2-2, footnote
O, of the 200-DV-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan
(DOE/RL-2011-104)

— “Aroclors (total PCBs) will be evaluated initially using EPA Method
8020. If Aroclors are not detected, then additional analyses will be
conducted using EPA Method 1668a...”

* PCBs were not detected in either site

— Method Detection Limit for 216-T-19 site is high, ranging from
290U to 430U ug/kg

— Method Detection Limit for 216-S-13 site is normal, ranging from

8.6U to 10U ug/kg
e SGW-64170-VA, Revision 0 CH2MHILL

Plateau Remediation Company
a Jacobs company



200-DV-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan (DOE/RL-2011-104) —

Containments of Potential Concern (COPC) Waste Sites

DOERL-2011-104, REV. 0

Table 1-2. GOPG for 200-DV-1 OU Waste Sites

Radiological Coustituents
Americinn-241 Europiun: 154 | Plaoronitm-238 Tachnetinm-H5
Carbon-14 Enropium-155 Phwroninm- 2397240 “Thegimm-232
Cesimn-137 Hytrogen-3 (Tritien) Radimn-226. Urnniom-234"
Cobals-60 Weptomiton-237 Ratmm-228 Ursminam-235
Ewropinm-152 Nickel-63 Stromtiom-00 Urnniom-238
Todine-129" Ursaium-233™
Taorgusic Coustituents
Cadmitm Lesd Ammonia’Ammoginn NicrateNitrite
Chromiumnt Mercury Chlozide Phosphate
Chrogmiem(\VT) Nickel Cysnide Sulfate
Copper Silver Flnoride Ahmrinom®
Antimony® Manganecs’ Selenivm! Ursninm {otaf)®
Arsenic® Barium®

Organic Constituents (BY Cribs, 216-B-42, 216-T-18, 216-T-19, 216-5-9, 216-5-13, 216-5-21 waste sites caly)’
Tribuay) phosphatet Noral paraffin hydrocarbon

(eerosene)’
Orpasic Constifuents (216-T-19 wste site oaly)”
1,1-Dichloroettiome 1,2-Dichloroethane cir-12-Dichloroethylene | reme-13-
Dichioroethylens
1,1,1-Trichioroethsne Acetone 8 n-Buty! Benzene
Carbon tetrachiorid Chlerch Trichloromethone Dichioromsthene
{Chioroform) {Methrylens Chioride)
Ethiyl benzene Methyl Etyl Kesone Methyl Iscburyi Ketone | Phenol
. {hexone}
| Polychlorinated biphenyls | Temuchiorethylene Tolueme Trichioroethylene
X:
Organic Constituents (216-5-13 waste site only)’
Methy! Iscbutyl Ketone lww
| (Flexona)

2. Notidemifiad for the 200-TW-1 or 200-TW-2 OUs, bat included on waste-site specific basiz for the 200-DV-1 OKI.

. Identified as 2 contaminam of conoem in Table 3 of DOE/RL-2004-10, Propased Plan for the 20-TW-} Scevvenged Waste
Group, the 200-T¥-3 MU’M Gﬂu;r mdthl 200-PH-3 Fizsion-Product Rich Waste Growp Cperable Usits.

. Anak a:nn}

4 Identified as ECGPCQH"I&T lesﬂlmﬁy in acromiance wify DOERL-2007-02-VOLI-ADD], Site-Spacific
Finlg-Sompiing Piow for the 316-B-42 Traneh, 216-5-13 Crib, 26-5-21 Crib, 216-1-18 Crib and 216-7-19 Cxib and Thie Field
in the 300-TW.1.200-FW-3 Opsrable Units, AD3-6.0.

& Inclnded for previous 200-PW'-3 QL waste sites oaly (216-5-13), in accordance with DOE:RE-2007-02-VOLI-ADD3,

ADSJ 0.

200-TW-11200-PW-5 OU amd 200-PW-1 OU waste sites only (216-B-42, BY Cribs, 216-T-14, 216-T-19,
116-S~9 !l 6 li 216-5-21). in accordance with DOERL-1007-02, Supplemental Imcestigation Feasibility Study
Work Pian for the 200 Areas Omprai Flaress Oparable Units: Folume I: Work Pian and Apperdices.

g- Amalyzed as tibutylplogphate only.

b, Anatyzed as U-233/234 by wraninm fsoropic alpha energy analysis.
COPC = contamvirams of potential concem

OU = opemablennir

e SGW-64170-VA, Revision 0 CH2MHILL
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200-DV-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan (DOE/RL-2011-104) —

Analytical Performance Requirements

DOQEMRL-2011-104, REV. O

Tahie 2.2. Analytical Performance Requirements for Nonradionuciides

Preliminary Action Level”
(mg g}
Direct Comtact,
WAC 173-34¢" Ecalogical Raquired Deh:ﬂ'- Linmity Seirs Water®
(mg'kg) tirosortm {mgice) %) ()
Chemical Abstracts | 3ethod C Method B | Groundwater | Concentration | Hanford Site Namme : Water Sedl
corc Service Ne. Imdustrisd | Unresivicted | Protection® {mghg)® Backgreusd® Analvtical Teckmology* (mg/L) (mg'kg) Precision Accuracy Precision Accurscy
Nomradisactive Medsls

Ahuminmm T420-50-5 3.500,000 80,000 1.500 50 11.800 EPA Method 6020 or .02 02 =30 T0-130 0 80-120
EPA Methiod 200.2

Arsenic T440-38-2 875 0.67 0.034 7 (X 2 EPA Method 6010ICP Traceor 0.02 2 <30 T0-130 520 80-120
EPA Mathod 6020 ar
EPA Method 200.8

Antimoay T440-36-0 1400 3z, 5.4 - L EPA Method 8010 ICP Trace or 0.006 0.6 =30 70-130 =20 B0-120
EPA Method 6020 or
EPA Method 200.8

Barion: T440-39-3 700,000 16.000 1.650 102 132 EPA Method 6010 ICP Trace or 0.005 05 30 T0-130 0 30-120

3 EPA Method 6020 _

Cadnzimm. T440-43-9 3,500 30 o060 4 - EPA Method 6010 ICP Traceor 0.0 05 =30 T0-1320 0 B0-120
EPA Method 5020 or EPA
Matod 2005

Chrommiven (total) T4047-2 Unlimived 120.000 3.000 42 185 EPA Method 6010 ICP Trace or 2.002 032 =30 T0-130 =20 80-120
EPA Method 5020 or EPA
Aethod 2008

Chromizem (VI) 18540289 10.500 240 0.2 - - EPA Method 7196 — colorimetric 0.01 05 230 J0-130 =0 20-1 29

Copper 7440-56-8 130000 2960 63 5@ n ERA Method 6310 ICP Treceor 001 L =30 0130 =20 80-120
EPA Method 6020 or EPA
Hiethod 200.8

Luaad F439-52-1 1000+ 2500 M 50 10.2 EPA Method 5010 ICP Trace o 0.00% 05 =30 0-130 =26 80-120
EPA Method 5020 or EPA.
Method 200.8

Manganase T439-56-5 496,000 15.200 63 1,100 114 EPA Method 5010 ICP or EPA Method 0.005 -] 230 70-130 20 $0-120
020 or EPA Method 200.2

Mencwry 7439076 1850 4 29 01 0.33 EPA Method 7470 (water) or 0.0005 WA =30 T0-130 =20 #0-120
EPA Method 200.5
EPA Method 7471 {soil).or WA 02 30 0-130 =20 20-120
EPA Method 200.8

Nickel | T440-72-0 2,000 1.600 130 30 15.1 EPA Method 6010 ICP or EPA Method 004 4 =30 70-130 =X §e-120
6020 or EPA Mathod 200.8

Selenmm 7783-49-2 17.500 400 52 83 078" EPA Method 6010 ICP or EPA Method 0.01 ] Z30 T0-130 =10 &0-120
6020 or EPA Method 200.8 |

Sitver 7440-224 17.500 400 13.6 2 0.73 EPA Method 6010 ICP or EPA Method 0.002 [vie] 230 70-130 =20 £0-120
6020 or EPA Method 200.8
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200-DV-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan (DOE/RL-2011-104) —

Analytical Performance Requirements Continued

DOE/RL-2011-104, REV. 0

Table 2-2. Analytical Performance Requirements for Nonradionuclides

Prelminary Action Level®
(mgke)
Divect Contact,
WAC 173-34¢" Wmu:ﬁfu Limits| Seil* Water*
Chiemnical Abstracts | Method C Method B | Groundwater | Concentration | Hamford Site Name! Water Sel
COPC Service No. Indestris] | Unresiricted | Protection* (mg/kg)* Background® Amualytical Teckzology® (mg/L) (mg/ks) Precision Accaracy Precision Accuracy
Utranium (totat) 7440-61-1 10,500 240 132 5 321 1 total ~ kinetic ence 0.001 1 <30 70-130 =20 80-120
analysis or EPA Method 2008 or
EPA Method 6020
Inerganics
pE (corrosiviy) pH - = = - = EPA Methiod 9045 oe SMA500 PHor | 0.1 pH wnit | 0.1 pH rmit 30 70-130 £20 80-120
EPA Method 150.1 or
EPA Method 9040
Ammonia! T664-41-7 - - - 28 EPA Methiod 350.1" or 005 0.5 =30 T0-130 =20 BO-120
‘aTEnomivm EPA Mathod 3007
Chloride 16887-00-6 - 1,000 - 100 EPA Method 300.0 0.2 2 £30 70-130 20 80-120
Cvanide 57-12-5 76,000 1.600 [13:4] - - EPA Metlod 9010 or 0.005 111 =30 706-130 =20 £0-120
EPA Methed 9014 cr SMASHE CN
Floeride 16984438 210000 4,800 241 - 200 EPA Mathed 300-0° - IC 0.5 5 30 0130 =520 80-120
(as finorine)
Nirate 14797-55-8 Unlirited 128,000 44 - 52 EPA Method 3000° - IC 25 25 =30 130 =20 120
Witrite 14797-65-0 350000 2,000 4 - - EPA Mathod 300.0° -~ I 025 23 =30 To-130 =20 32-120
Fhosphate 14265442 WA NiA - - ¢.7e | EPA Method 30008 -1C 05 5 =30 T0-130 =20 20.120
Salfate 14808-79-8 NA NA& 1,030 - 237 EPA Method 3000 -1C o5 5 =30 T-130 =20 30120
Orgaaics
JScetone §7-84-1 Unlimited 72000 288 - - EPA Methad 8260 - GCAE 002 0.02 =30 @ <20 @
Benzene 71432 3% 182 200483 - - EPA Method 8260 — GO 0.005 0005 =30 @ =20 @
n-Butyl Benzene 104-51-8 140,000 3,200 110 — = EPA Method 2260 - GCGMS 0.005 0.005 =30 @ 20 @
Carboz Teirachioride | 56-23-3 1010 .8 0.031 - - EPA Method 8260 — GCMS 0.005 0.005 =30 @ =20 @
Chlosebenzene 108-90-7 76,000 1.60¢ o874 40 - EPA Methed 8260 — GCMS 0.005 0.605 =30 @ =20 @
Chloreform 67-66-3 21,500 154 0.0381 - - EPA Method 8260 - GCMSE 0,003 0.005 =30 @ =20 [{:1]
{trichloromethsne)
1,1-Dichicroethane 75-34-3 350000 8,000 437 - - EPA Mathod 8260 - GCMS 001 001 <30 ()] =20 ()]
1.2-Dichloroetasne 107-06-2 1,490 1u 0.00232 - - EPA Method 8260 ~ GCMS 0.005 0.005 &30 (qQ =20 Q@
below RDL"
trans-1,2-Dictloro- | 156-60-5 76,000 1,600 0543 - - EPA Method 8260 - GCMS 0.005 0.005 =30 Q@ <20 @
ethytene
ciz-1,2-Dichloro- 186-59-2 35,000 800 0.35 - - EPA Methed 8260 - GC/MS 0.005 0005 =30 1] :'-'.20 ()]
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200-DV-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan (DOE/RL-2011-104) —

Analytical Performance Requirements Continued

Table 2-2. Analytical Performance Requirements for Nonradionuclides

DCERL-2011-104, REV. 0

Prelominary Action Level’
(mgkg)
Direct Comtact,
WAC 173-348* Ecologicsl | Required Detectism Limits Seilt Woter*
(mgky) Indicatar (mgkg) (*%) %)
Chamicol Abstracts | Method C Afethod B | Growmdwater | Concentration | Hanford Site Name/ Water Seil
COPC Service No. Industrial | Unresivicied | Protection” (mg/ig)® Background® Amalytical Techvelogy* {mgL) (mg'ky) Precivien Accuracy | Precision Accoracy
Edrylbenzene 100-41-4 350000 8,000 6.1 - - EPA Method 8260 ~ GCMS 0.005 0.005 =30 (qy =20 @
Methyt Ethyl Ketone | 75-93-3 Uslimited 48,000 19.6 - - EPA Method 8260 - GCMS 0.0 0.01 530 (1] =30 @
(MER; 2-butancne)
Methryl Tsobutyl 108-10-3 280,000 6400 271 - - EPA Method 8260 - GCMS .01 0.01 “30 (o) =20 [
Eavone (MIBE,
hexone. $-methiyl-2-
penianone)
Methylene Chloride | 75-09-2 17.500 133 00218 - - EPA Mathod 3260 — GC'MS 0.005 0.005 =30 Q) =20 @
(dichloromethane)
Phenol 108-95-2 Unlimited 24000 n - - EPA Mathod 8270 GCMS 0.0 033 =30 @ =20 @
Polychlorinsted 1336-36-3 65.6 0.5 0.0165" 0.55 - EPS Method 8082 - GC 0.0005 0.0165 =3 1) =20 )]
biphenyls” = 7
Tetachioroethyiene | 127-18-4 243 185 0.00086 - - EPA Method 8260 — GCMS 0.005 0.005 =30 1G3] =20 (ah
Tolmene 105-88-3 23,000 6400 465 200 - EPA Method 8260 ~ GCMS 0005 0005 =30 y =20 @
Tributyl Phosphate 126-75-8 24.300 185 065 - - EPA Mathod 8270 — GCMS 21 i3 =30 (1] =20 [0
Trichloroethane; 1.1,1 | 71-35-6 Unbimited 72.000 158 - - EPA Method 8260 — GC/MS 0.605 0.605 =30 fred =20 @
Trichicrvethylene 79-01-6 378 25 0.00072 - - EPA Method 8260 — GCME 4.005 Q005 =30 @ =20 @
Hylepe [totaD) 1330-20-7 700,000 16,000 145 - - EPA Method 8760 ~ GCHS 0.005 0005 =30 fqy =X g
Total perroleun: TPH DIESEL. TPE 2 2,000" 2,000 200 - NWIPH-D" 0.5 5 =30 @ =30 (@
bydrocarbons — diese] | EEROSENE
to ol renge
(kerosens) B
B Sedl Physical Properties
Budk Deusity NA NA - NA NA - ASTM D2937-04, Stamdard Test - Wi NA NiA WA NA
Mathod for Density af Soil in Place By
the Drive-Cylinder Method®
Moisture Content NA WA - WA N - ASTM D2216-05, Standard Tazt - Wit NA NiA NA NA
Methods for Laboratory Determination
of Wawer (Moisture) Contont gf Sof?
| and Rock &y Mass®
Particle Size NiA NA - N‘A NA - ASTM D422, Sieve dnmalyzis® - Wits NiA NA A WA
Distritaztion

CH2Z2MHILL
Plateau Remediation Company
a Jacobs company
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200-DV-1 Sampling and Analysis Plan (DOE/RL-2011-104) —

Analytical Performance Requirements Continued

DOE/RL-2011-104, REV. &

Table 2-2. Analytical Performance Requirements for Nonradionuclides

(mgkg)
Direct Comtact,
WAC 173-340" Ecologicst |Required Detection Limits So® Water®
(mp/ke) Todicater (mene)’ %) o)
Chemical Abstracts | Method C | Method B | Groumdwater | Concentration | Hanford Site Name/ Water Seil
COPC Service No. Industrial | Unrestricted | Protection® (mg/ke)’ Background® Anslytical Technology" (mg/L) (mghkg) | Precision | Accuracy | Precision | Accuracy

ﬂms:';‘mmmgfnmﬂ(mm data quality obyjectives process) is the regalatory ec risk-based vahie nsed w determine approprizte anatytical requirements {o.z.. detection Krnite). Remedial acthor levals will be proposed in the Seasibility study, will be fnalized in the record of decision. acd
remsediation. e,

. Method C indusirial s WAC 173-3£0-745(3), “Sofl Clenrup Standans for Inhustrial Propertiac,” “Method € Industrial Soil Cleamip Levels,” MWBWBHACHM»MITWWUmSﬂMSM “Method B Soil Clearmp Levels for Unsestrictad
Land Use.” vatues from Ecology Publication 94-145. Clwamup Leveis and Rick Calcelations under the Mode! Taxics Coraroi Act Clammp Rogulution: CLARC, Tersion 3.1, ks, updated November

€. Caleulated wsing WAC 173-340, “Model Toxics Control Ast—Clesmy, ™ firee-phase mode! for soil concentrations protective of groundwater per WAC §73-340-747(4), mu;mm:mm fnthmfbwm Protection.” “Fixed Parameter Three-Phase Partitioning Model.”
d Value it the lowest concentwtion fur enck: aalyte (adjwied for background) from Tables 740-2 and 749-3 of WAC 173-340-000. “Tahlas,” amanded Felruary 12, 2004,
. Values are from DOERL-92-24, Hanftrd Site Background: Part 1, Seil Background for Norradioactve Analyses, nsing the Sth pescentile with 2 logmonmal distribuion.
£ Wmmﬁuﬁmmnmm«mmmmmummwtwmmawmnm
Precision and aocura defined in EPA procedures mmd s and coiteria for batch laly It 1 A i Iy control with additional
E - i st - mylu;u;:dbyhbumymkn ality assurance procedires. Precision [y rep sample analy CXrACY crireria for astociated basch laboratory sanpie percent
. All samples analyzed in accordance with SW-848, Test Mathods rm&m-ﬁlﬂl’a : Plyzical Chemical Methods, Third Ediion; Final Updase I¥-B, ar EPA Method 200.8 in EPASSO0TR-04111, Mervogs r the Denermination of Mexis in Eavirormenial Samples, Suppiomen: I, &
Stardard Method: for the Examination of Waver and Wasiewater (3500-CN' Cyanide: 4500-H+ pH value) unless otherwise noted.
i EPA Method 350.1 from EPA-8004-70-020, Mithods for Chemical Analysis of Water aad Wastes.
j- EPA Method 300.7 in EPASS04-86024, Davelogmns of Stamdard Methods for the Collection and Analyziz of Precipitetion.
k- EPA Method 300.0 in EPA'S0OR-93100. Methods for the Determination of Reorgeni Substances in Environmentl Savpies.
1 Based on Method A values from WAC 173-340-900. Tables 740-1 and 745-1, amended Febnuary 12, 2001.
m. Ecology Pubiication: 94-115. Netura? Background Soil Metals Concentravions in Washingion State.
o Becamse the cakenlated proundsrater protection action lavel is less than the <of) detection Bmir, mmmbmdmm tarpt quentitaiion Limit requined of the Loraory.
- 1:

‘0. Polychierinated bipheavls (PCBs) will mnulsa phased mtwmn‘mm niot detectad, additions] amalyses will be conducted EPA Mashod 16632 to confime thx BCB
-‘mmmpuﬁkm};wutk sﬁh w ce ﬁ?mhmuhn - —

P From: Erclogy Pablication ECY £7-802, 1mm-«:m¢:ﬁrmrmmmm The Ecology ‘methods use 2 modification to EPA Method 8015.
1. The acomacy criteria for orgamics i smtistizail devived.

AST™ =American Society for Testing and Marerialy

=<3 = below groond ievel

COrRC = contaminant of potential concen

DQO = datz quality ebjective

EPA =U.S. Ensrocmenta] Protection Agency

GC = ga= chremziozraphy

GCMS = gz chromatograph/mass spectromery

e SGW-64170-VA, Revision 0 CH2MHILL
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200-DV-1 Waste Sites 216-T-19 (Borehole C9507)

and 216-S-13

(Borehole C9513)

costy :
Fva m-ems-—J { ) *

=

e ———— o —

SGW-64170-VA, Revision 0
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200-DV-1 PCB Analysis — Waste Site 216-T-19

(Borehole C9507)

Borehole C9507
Depth Below
Ground Surface
{bgs) Sample Interval
by ft
g N b — [Same Depth Interval Borehole C9507, 216-T-19 Crib and Tile Field
10 (¢ bgs) Polychlorinated Biphenyls (ug/ke)
5 SIS s = - p— } q g ? r
i Number : g' a E' | - ta)
- R =y A ENE N E NS NEEE
10 —|
— 40 4.1 6.6 B353Y7 430U 430U 4301 430U 430U 290 U 290U 290 U 290 U
15 —— 50 64.5 67 B36552 10 UN 10U 10U 10U 10U 84U 8.4 UN 84U 84U

87.4 92.4 B36854 9.9 UN 99U 9.9V 2.9U 929U 83U 83UN | 83U 8.3U
97.5 102.5 B36856 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 85U 85U 85U 85U
112.3 1173 B36R 58 11U 11U $8°] 1luU 11U 93U 93U 93U 9.3U
137.6 142.6 B36860 98U 98U 98U 9.8U 938U 82U 82U 82U 82U
157.7 162.7 B36862 97U 9.70 9.7U 9.7U 9.7U 81U 81U 81U 81U

— 80 165 168 B35YB3 9.7UA 9.7 UA 9.7 UA 9.7 UA 9.7UA 8.1 UA 8.1UA 8.1 UA 8.1 UA
30— 40p 215 217 B35YBS 98U 9.8U 9.3 U 98U 9.8U 8.1U 81U 81U 81U
L 110 A= Indicates an issue with the chain of custody that could affect data integrity.
35 N = Laboratory spike sample recovery is outside controf limit.

— 60

— 70

— 80

120 U= Analyzed for but not detected above the method detection limits.
40 —— 130
— 140
% 150
— 180
50 —
— 170
55 —— 180
— 180
80 —
- 200
65— 210
TE——
— 220
70—1— 230
— 240

° SGW-64170-VA, Revision 0 CH2MHILL
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200-DV-1 PCB Analysis — Waste Site 216-S-13

Borehole C9513)

Borehole C9513
Depth Below
Ground Surface
{bgs) Sample interval
mbge | % bgs Sample Depth Insterval Borehole 9513, 216-5-13 Crib
- 10 (Tt bes) Polychiortzated Biphesyls (ng/kg)
5— s'm T J = ) =
= ~{ AR TRARTEREERAE T
top bottom
oy i i J i 2 2 i i 1]
= 0 2 B3OwN3 | 16U 10U 10U 10U 10U 8.6U 36U 36U | 86U uJ
15— 50 3 4 B3oWNs | 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 86U 86U 86U 86U Ul
4 6 B39WP3 10U 10U 100 10U 10U 84U 84U 84U 84U Ul
o _—6" 6 3 B3OWPE | 10U U 100 10U 10U 87U 87U 87U 87U uJ
L 70 3 10 B39WR3 | 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 85U 85U 85U 85U UJ
10 12 B39WRS | 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 86U 36U 86U 36U Ul
25— 80 13 15 B3OWT3 | 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 8.6 U 86U 36U 86U UJ
L 20 61 63 B3DCF8 | 341U | 3410 | 341U | 3410 | 341U | 3410 | 341U | 341U | 341U
30 &1 63 B3DCH3 | 343U 3430 343U 3430 343U 343U 343U 3430 343U
1 76 79 | B3DCHS | 354U | 354U | 354U | 354U | 354U | 354U | 354U | 3.54U | 354U
- 110 90.5 A BiDCia | 393U | 393u | 393U | 393U | 393U | 3930 | 393U | 393U | 393U
3 - 115.5 1165 | B3F941 | 350A | 350A | 350A | 35UA | 35UA | 35UA | 35UA | 35UA | 35UA
™ 131.5 133.5 | B3DCI | 356U | 3s6u | 356U | 356U | 356U | 356U | 356U 356U | 356U
40 —— 130 146.1 1488 | B3DCK3 | 385U | 385U | 385U | 385U | 3850 | 385U | 385U 385U | 385U
it 17] 175 BaDCKE | 373U | 373U | 373U | 373u | 313u | 3730 | 3730 | 330 | 3mU
B 190.9 194,7 B3DCL3 3440 344U 344U 3440 344U 344U 3440 3440 344U
=1, 150 225 227 B3DCLE 3420 3420 342U 342U 3420 3420 342U 3420 3420
i 231.4 2344 [ B3DOM3| 3.42UA | 3.42UA | 3.42UA | 3.42UA | 3.42UA | 342UA | 342U0A | 342UA | 342UA
B0 —i
— 170 A = Indicales an issue with the chain of custody that could affect data integrity.
U = Analyzed for but not detected above the method detection limit.
§5 —— 180 UJ = The constituent was analyzed for and was not detected. A quality control deficiency (lack of matrix spike duplicate) was identified during data
i validation. The data should be considered usable for decision-making purposes.
80 —
L 200
— 210
65 —
— 220
70—— 230
— 240
CHICW20980002

Plateau Remediation Company
a Jacobs company
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Recommendations

» Site 216-T-19

— PCBs undetected in single sample (<15-ft) at an elevated Method
Detection Limit (430 ug/kg); no PCBs were detected in other 8
samples at acceptable Method Detection Limits

— Recommend re-sampling upper 15-ft for PCBs following the
IAMIT Agreement approach for 200-EA-1 OU (IAMIT
Determination 2019-003)

» Site 216-S-13
— PCBs undetected at acceptable Method Detection Limits (10
Hg/kg)

— No further sampling/analysis required based on IAMIT Agreement
for 200-EA-1 OU (IAMIT Determination 2019-003)

e SGW-64170-VA, Revision 0 CH2M|'!|LL
Plateau Remediation Company

aJacobs company 4
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IAMIT Determination 2019-003

HANFORD FEDERAL FACILITY AGREEMENT AND CONSENT ORDER
INTERAGENCY MANAGEMENT INTEGRATION TEAM (IAMIT)
DETERMINATION Number: 2019-003

Thig fom 5 Intendes 0 Socumer! M deciions S delenminions made by the M aihm ther authorntes wwier e fems g0 ondiions of te Mantord Fedar Factiy Agraement and
Coneanl Onder. Thi Korm s slea eviended 10 provide roiiciiion, 1o Me afeciad persons, o the IAMITa tieosions  delaim A o S0K01 B35 ‘

SUBJECT
Determination: Tri-Party Project Manager agreement for 200-EA-1 Operable Unit (OU) to perform
EPA Method 8082 on shallow-zone shmples at 47 waste sites fo evaluate risk to human health and
the environment, and to perform EPA Maethod 1668 on any of the samples from the 20 waste sites
listed below, where there is a Method 8082 detect above the practical quantitation limit (PQL).
DETERMINATION
The purpose of this determination is to confirm agreement among Tri-Party Project Managers from
the U.S, Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (DOE-RL); L.S. Department of Energy,
Office of River Protection (DOE-ORP); the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); and the
Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecolegy) that the path forward to characterize soil for
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), aroclors. and congeners for the 200-EA-1 OU:

o EPA Method 8082 will be performed on shailow-zone samples at 47 waste siles 1o evaluate risk

to human health and the erwironment.

o ‘Shallow zone' is defined as 0-15 foet below ground surface.

s EPA Method 1668 will be performed on a sample from any one of the 20 waste sites listed
below, if that sample has a Method 8082 detect above the PQL:

o The 20 waste sites include: 216-A-29, 2607-E12, 2607-EA, 200-E-202, 2607-E9, 2607-EF,
200-E-297, 200-E-142, 216-B-2-1, 216-8-2-2, 216-B-2-3, 216-8-12, 216-B-58 Tranch, 216-
B-598B Retention Basin, 2607-E3. 216-C-4, 2607-E5, 200-E-13, 2607-E6, and 200-E BP
(selecled based on procass history).

o The highest allowable PQL for Arocior-1254 and Aroclor-1280 is defined in the 200-EA-1
Operabie Unit Waste Site RCRA Facility investigation/Corrective Measures Study and
Remaedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan, Rev. 0 (DOE/RL-2016-58, Rev. ()
sampling and analysis plan.

o Ecology may request spiit samples consistent with Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
Consent Order, Action Plan, Section 4.1, Project Manager Role.

IS THIS DETERMINATION
FINAL D |NTER|M (Furfhen Schom 1o i tabur)
IAMIT APPROVALS
Z c/2ll9
W.F. Hamel. DOE-RL Date

oS i
S o™ L1251y
° ol CH2MHILL

{
AK Seith, Ecology Date Plateau Remediation Company

a Jacobs company
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Tri-Party Agreement

TPA Interagency Management Integration Team Meeting

November 21, 2019

Name Organization
John fmae/ EC/)(OS\;/
Croia Lameran s o

Cim Welsch Eioly g
(| Hapel OPE 120
Vave Ecnan E/p 4’
Aohn Mesth DAE-1LL
(e, Wl de brond 0oE-RL
| H astiner< DOE-ORP
shophonic Bocer _ASH
§&ﬂL'L Dhvis S1SH
e /@/ vyney SHA
W lpe Clire DIE2L
(44/;47 /143,4,,,:5 OIELL
fod laéas D&~ 027

Hdrm. B [o marez

Lol éj/ s
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