



























































[NAL CRITERIA FOR 100 AREA REM." "WING SITES WASTE SITE DISPOSITION
PROCESS

May 7, 1997

Step 1: Is site a waste management it per MG-08 criteria'? Is the site a waste
management unit as specified in Figure 5-2 of TPA Procedure MG-08?

"“no”, the site will be dispositioned in the Waste Site Inventory Data System (WIDS) per MG-
08, Section 5.2 . If “yes”, go to Step 2. Following issuance of the Remaining Sites ROD,
Discovery Sites and D & D sites will be evaluated according to these criteria, beginning at Step
1.

Step 2: Known or Potential hazardous substance or dangerous waste released? Using
available historical information, process knowledge, and results of sampling data, is there
eviden( that there was nof t release or potential for release of a Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Aci  “1981 (CERCLA) hazardous
substance, or a Washington State dangerous waste or dangerous constituent? If “no” go to Step
3. If' :s”goto Step4. '

CERCLA hazardous substances are id  ified in 40 CFR 302.4. Dangerous wastes are i 1itified
inacct ance with Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 73-303-070 to -100 a1

dangerous constituents are defined in WAC173-303-646.

Step 3: Do other regulatory authorities apply?? Are there regulations that are non-CERCLA
and non-RCRA corrective action that apply to the waste sites? If “yes”, then Idress under the
appropriate regulatory authority, to include:

. Petroleum Underground Storage Tank : Close in accordance with WAC 173-360

. Septic System: Close in accordance with WAC247-272-18501.

. Solid Waste Sites: Close in accordance with WAC 173-304dangerous or acutely
hazardous waste and accumulated waste has been removed.

. State waste discharge sites: Waste discha :sites permitted under WAC 173-216.

'Tri wrty Agreement Handbook Management Guidelines, Maintenance of the Waste Information Data
Svstem (WIDS), Procedure No. TPA-MG-08, Document No. RL-TPA-90-0001, in preparation.

*The Tri-Parties could determine that, even though other regulatory authorities are applicable, CERCLA or
RCRA are more appropriate regulatory authorities for addressing these sites. In this case the other regulatory
authorities would be cited as ARARs.






required, and disposal? If “yes”, then sampling is prudent and cost effective and should |
performed. Collect samples and go to Step 9. If “no” go to Step 10.

Step 9: Does site meet Remaining Sites ROD cleanup criteria? Do sampling rest © indicate
that contaminant concentrations are below cleanup standards as specified in the approved
Remaining Sites Record of Decision (ROD)? If “yes”, a cleanup verification report should be
prepared to support removal of the site from the National Priorities List (NPL). If “no” complete
remedial design.

Step 10: Are data sufficient to complete remedial design? Are data sufficient to reasonal -
define t level and extent of contamination required for remediation (remove, tr  as required,
and dispose) using the observational approach and to support waste site profiling for disposal at

t v R ion Dispc " Fa ? ™" “yes”, complete remedial des 1, imple nt
remedi: 1 leanup Verification Package”, and rec’ ;ify site in Wi as “Closed
Out”, per MG-08, Section 5.4. If' >” go to Step 8. ‘



100 AREA REMAINING SI™™5TI'" ANNING SCHEDULE
AND SCHEDULING ASSUMPTIONS









onths.

. A 100 Area integrated schedule will be prepared during Remedial Design.

Remedi=! Action Assumptions

. edial Des*~ will support continued remedial actions in the 100-B/C and/or 100-
R Areas.

. "rocurement and mobilization for new remediation subcontracts will take about three
ulont.hs.
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5. DI~*OSITION PROCESS RESULTS

» Action Sites
- Remove/Treat/Dispose
- Confirmatory Sampling (includes former structures decommissioned
using ARCL calculations)
e No Action Sites
- Waste Site Reclassification sites

6. REFERENCES

APF .A-_\BL PROVID. DC ME] ATIC OF A
D™ POSITION SELECTIONS

Table A-1. Action Sites for Remove/Treat/Dispose

»dble A-2. Action Sites for Confirmatory Sampling
Table A-3. No Action Sites
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1995 ROD or the April 1997 ROD Amendment

. Indicate that, per the August 1, 1996, ERDF ESD, wastes from an RPP can be disposed at
ERDF without redesignating the RPP to a CPP.

. If included, use similar wording as in ROD Amendment Proposed Plan . 5).

Table 1. 100 Area Remaining Sites

. Table to be similar to Table 3 in ROD Amendment 1include operable unit, WIDS site
code/name, current site knowledge summary, media/material <...cted, COPCs, estimated
volume for disposal, estimated remediation and disposal costs, and total costs .

Figure 1. Map showing location of 100 Area Remaining Sites and ERDF

List of Supporting D¢ ments(i.e., references)

Points of Contact (DOE, EPA, Ecology)

Administrative Record (locatic

Information Repositories (locations)

Glossary (for technical and specialized words and terms used in the Proposed Plan)
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DRAFT

Preliminary 100 Area Remaining Sites Disposition Tables

April 24, 1997

Attached are the following Revised 100 Area Remaining Sites Tables, Draft 6, for:

Sites for Remedial Action(1page) ............ccovviiiinennnnn.. 12 sites
Sites for mnfirmatory Sampling (2 pages) ...........ccviiieiian.. 72 es
Sites Regulated Under Other Authorities (4 pages) ............. EER 123 sites
" 7Rec mended for! ) Action or Rejection (1 page)............. 21 sites
Key Facilities and Sites for D&D (2 pages) .................c..... _43 sites

Burial Ground Sites (2 pages) ............oiiiiiiiiiiiiiia.. 45 s

Grand Total: 316 sites
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Environmental Sites Database

29~Jul-97
General Summary Report
Site Code: 100-F-32 Site Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Names: 100-F-32, 1717-F Underground Fuel Qil Tanks
Site Desc: The site is three underground fuel oil storage tanks. Each tank had a capacity of 94,625 liters 05720197
(25,000 galions). Each tank was 10.7 meters (35 feet) long and 2.4 meters (8 feet) in diameter.
Pipelines ran to the 1717-F Building (Combined Shops) though a pump pit immediately east of the
tanks.
Assoc Struct: The site was related to 1717-F Building. The site is associated with 100-F-5, 1717-F Building o0s20/97
Drywell.
Site Type: Storage Tank 0572097  Start Date:
Status: Inactive 052097  End Date:
Programmatic .
Responsibility: Coordinates:
: € 0
Operable Unit: 100-FR-1 05/20/97 N) 0
- . 0520097
Harord Area: 100F Waslungton State Plane
Site Accessible: No
Access Req: Site Hazards:
Location Desc:  The three tanks are located approximately 33.5 meters (110 feet) wast of 1717-F Buiiding. 0sr20/97
Env. Mon Desc:
Release Desc:
Release Potential
Desc:
Process Desc:
Cleanup
Activities:
Site Comment: At the time of the site evaluation and field visit in May 1994, the aréa appeared disturbed. The 0s128/57

presence of the tanks could not be confirmed or denied with a metal detector because of the
presence of other underground magnetic anomalies. The tank site was 15.8 meters (52 feet) wide
and 16.5 meters (54 feet) long.

The 1717-F Building was used as a combined shop and boiler room. The building and the tank filler
pipes are visible on Hanford photograph 91041622-1. Originally, the tank site was surrounded by a
steel post and chain barricade. The site had a pump pit and two valve pits for servicing the
equipment. According to Hanford Drawing H-1-14562, the finish grade of the barricaded area
around the fuel oil tanks, pump pit and unpaved cover was elevation 125.5 meters (412 feet) and
the top of the shell of the tanks was at elevation 123.1 meters (404 feet). This would piace the tank
elevation at 2.4 meters (8 feet) below grade. According to Hanford Drawing H-1-14570, the fuel oil
retum line is at elevation 125 meters (410 feet) that would place the fuel oil retum line at .a .61
meters (2 feet) depth.

A decommissioning work procedure (DWP-1717F-1) was written for the final cleanup of the 1717-F
facility site in 1988. The facility description in the procedure states that the tanks were offered for
transfer or disposal in 1976 (PDR UNI 77-049). According to Paul Griffin, co-author of the
procedure, tanks were only offered for transfer or disposal once they had been removed. The
procedure also states that on February 22, 1988, the tank site was excavated to 1.5 meters (5 feet)
below grade level, 0.9 meters (3 feet) below the tank top design depth to confirm the tanks were no
longer in place.

It is unclear why there is an apparent discrepancy in tank depths between drawing H-1-14562 and
drawing H-1-14570.

The information in "Dimensions” is for a single tank.









YES

3. Is the unit a waste disposal unit? (Complete items 3.2 and 3.b below) NO
7 @
3a Does the unit require 8 RCRA permit for the disposal of dangerous or mixed —_
waste? y _n @

3.b. Have hazardous wastes or substances been disposed of in a burial ground, pit,
pond, ditch, crib, trench, french drain, or iand surface that is not subject to -
regulation as 8 RCRA disposal unit and may require action to mitigate a y o ® @
potential environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste disposal units, pre-

RCRA units)
IF EITHER IS YES, CHECK YES. IF BOTH ARE NO, CHECK NO. GO TO 4.

4. Is the unit an unplanned release that has not been adequately cleaned up and represents YES NO
a potential threat to human health o= th= environment? (i.c., releases above CERCLA S -
reportable quantities defined in 40 (  302.4; other hazardous substance relesses, ) @

1
S. Is the unit an inactive, contaminated structure? YES NO
O @

6. Does the unit require a RCRA permit for the treatment or storage of dangerous or YES NO

mixed waste? .
;e

7. Is the unit another type of storage unit that may require action to mitigate a potential YES NO

environmental impact? (e.g., radioactive waste storage unit) 0
; ()

Comments: Information in DWP-1717F-1 indicates the tanks have been removed.

ERC Data Management Investigator Date

Regulatory Compliance Concurrence Date

FOR SITES REQUIRING DOE-RL AND REGULATOR REVIEW PER SECTION 5.2 OF RL-TPA-%0-0001

)L »/[‘/\———\/_ #21/[1+

ﬂL DOE- currence 6 Date

Lead Regulatory Agency Concurrence Date






































































































Environmental Sites Database

06-Aug-97
General Summary Report
Site Code: 100-H-18 Sita Classification:  Rejected Page 1
Site Names: 100-H-18, Undocumented Unplanned Airbome Release: Stack Emission No.1
Site Desc: There are no posted areas related to this release.
Assoc Struct:
Site Type: Unplanned Release Start Date: 1955
Sti : Inactive End Date: :
Programmatic ' .-
Responsibility: 9-99'-”‘:)1“’
Operable Unit: 1 IR-1 ™N) 0
Hanfard Area: 100H _ Washington State Plane

Site Accessible: No

Access Req: Site Hazards:

Location Desc:  Affected areas included the 100-H Area and the Wahiuke Slope. Figure 3 in HW-54636 shows the
particulate density with the 100-H Area.

Env. Mon Desc:

Release Desc: The 105-H stack emitted approximately 2.2E9 becquerels (0.6 cunes) of filterable gross beta
contamination on May 3, 1955, when two ruptured slugs were removed from the reactor. The
amount of material released was calculated based on the ground deposition.

Release Potential
Desc:

Process Desc:

Cleanup
Activities:

Site Comment: The emission was unnoticed until general contamination was found in the 105-H fan cells. A spot
check was then made of the 100-H Area. The few particles detected were thought to be from
previous emissions. On May 25 and 26, after analysis of the particulates indicated the presence of
short-lived isotopes, an extensive ground survey was made. Ground contamination was located in
the northwest corner of 100-H Area, with concentrations as high as 20 particles per 9.3 square
meters (100 square feet). The Meteorology Tower reported a wind from the northwest during the
time of the stack emission; however, during periods of light winds, 100-H Area frequently
experiences a different wind direction than is recorded at Meteorology. Six particles were detected
in the 930 square meters (10,000 square feet) surveyed along the Wahiuke Slope road opposite
100-H Area.

References: 1. J. M. Selby and J. K. Soldat, 1-25-58, Summary of Environmental Contamination incidents at Hanford,

1952-1967, HW-54636.
2. D.H. Deford, M.W. Einan,, Feb 1995, 100-H Area Technical Baseline Report, BHI-00127.

; Regulatory invormation:
P. A Permit Application Written: No Interim Closure Plan Written: No
Part B Permit Application Written: No Covered under TPA Action Plan: No
Registered Class V Underground Solid Waste Management Unit: No
Injection Well: No Air/Water Permit Written: No
TPA Waste Management Unit Type:

i Regulatory Authority: CERCLA Past Practice
, TSD Number:


















































































































Distribution 050479

Unit Manager's Meeting: Remedial Action Unit/Source Operable Units

100, 200, and 300 Areas

Nancy Werdel . ... . DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
Mike ThOMPSOD . . .. ...ttt i e e DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
Glenn Goldberg ... e DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
Owen Robertson ............... i e e DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
RichHolten ...... ... . e e e i e DOE-"~ RP (HO-12)
Bryan Foley ... ... DOE-RL, RP (H0-12)
Robert McLeod ... e e e e DOE-RL-RP (H0-12)
EllenMattlin ..........o . ittt ittt DOE-RL, EAP (A5-15)
SteveBalone ................... e e e e DQOE-"" RPS (HO0-12)
Lisa Treichel . .......... o i e e e DC™ ™) (EM-442)
Rich Person ... ... i e e D(C J(EN 42)
DemnisFaulk .............. .. ... ... o il 100 Aggregate Area Manager, EPA (B5-01)
David EInan .. ... EPA (B5-01)
Pam InniS . ... EPA (B5-01)
Lammy Gadbois . .........c.oiiii EPA (B5-01)
PhilStaats ............. ... 100 Aggre * :aManager,V- ~~ (B5-18)
Joan Ba ... e WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18)
DavidHolland .............. ... ... . i, WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18)
KeithHolliday ........... ..., WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18)
ShriMohan ............... .. . WDOE (Kennewick) (B5-18)
WAyl SOPer ... e WD(  Kennewick) (B5-18)

WOOleY ... WDC . Kennewick) (B5-18)

CRClNE . WDOE (Lacey)
Lynn Albin . . ..o e Washington Dept. of Health
VL R DIOnen . ... e BHI (H0-17)
G 0. Gesell ... BHI (HO0-17)
J R James . .o BHI (HO0-17)
T L ROAMGUEZ . ... e BHI (H0-17)
LG Woolard . . ... BHI (H0-17)
C.E COmmIveau ... ... e e BHI (HO0-17)
C.W. Hedel ... o e BHI (H0-17)
S W Clark ..o ERC (H9-03)
L A DI Z ... BHI (H0-20)
RO DONaNoe . ....oott e e e ... BHI (X9-06)
FoM COmPUZ . . oot e e BHI (X9-06)
G. B . Mitchem ... ... BHI (HO0-17)
C R JOhNSOn . ... BHI (L6-06)
R Carlson . ... BHI (L6-06)
Walter Remsen . . ... .. BHI (H0-17)
L oG HUISOM . . ..o CHI (H9-03)
M. I Galgoul . ... .. CHI (H9-03)
AlvinaGoforth ... ... ... . BHI DCC (H0-09)
T M WINCZAK . ... BHI (HO-11)

Please inform Tamen Rodriguez (372-9562) - BHI
of deletions or additic "o the distribution list.



