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Ms. S. L. Leckband, Chair

Hanford Advisory Board
Enviroissues Hanford Project Office
713 Jadwin, Suite 4

Richland, Washington 99352

Dear Ms. Leckband:

RESPONSE TO HANFORD ADVISORY BOARD (HAB) JUNE 3, 2011, CONSENSUS
ADVICE #247, “PW-1/3/6 AND CW-5 OPERABLE UNITS”

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) and the U.S. Environment: Protection Agency (I \)
would like to thank the Board for their advice on the Proposed Plan for the remediation of the
200-CW-5,. 0-PW-1,200-PW-3,an 200-PW-6 Operable Units.

A Record of Decision (ROD) for these operable units was signed by DOE and EPA on
September 30, 2011. Ecology has concurred w s cleanup decision. Part III of the ROD is
a Responsiveness Summary, which summarizes the public comments received on the Proposed
Plan, including HAB ¢ rice #247, and provides agency responses to those comments. This
Responsiveness Summary is provided as an enclosure.

The HAB’s advice, as well  other comments received on the Proposed Plan, was considered
before finalizing the cleanup decision identified in the ROD. The Tri-Parties thank you for
your advice and look forward to hearing from the Board in the future.
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Matt MCg¢rmick Dennis Faulk
Richland@perations Office Hanford Project Office
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02/001F) the risk assessment evaluated the multiple contaminants, both chemical and
radiological, that human or ecological receptors could be exposed to at these sites. The risk
assessment combined the toxicities and risk from all chemicals and from all exposure routes
(such as inhalation and ingestion) for a cumulative hazard to establish the basis for action,
ana  establish cleanup levels. Likewise for radionuclides, cumulative risk was evaluated for
these sites. The Tri-Party agencies do not agree that this remedial action cannot proceed
without completion of the 1 1k Closure and Waste Management EIS. The remedy was
selected in accordance with CERCLA « 1the NCP. The EIS covers a specific scope including
closure of Hanford’s single-shell and double-shell tanks and on-going waste management
activities. However, the EIS has no direct bearing on the evaluations conducted as part of this
cleanup decision.

USE OF OBSERVATIONAL APPROA(
Use Of Observational Approach Comment Summary

Some commenters expressed support for use of the observational approach at waste sites in the High-Salt
Waste Group. Some commenters stated tha e observational approach would be ideal for dealing with
the removal of plutonium-contaminated soil and that it is a more effective and efficient process for
determining the appropriate depth of contaminated sotl removal.

Response to comments: The Tri-Party agencies acknowledge that some members of the public support
use of the observational approach 1enr. oving plutonium contaminated soil at waste sites in the
High-Salt Waste Group. For the High-Salt Waste Group, soils that are located up to 2 ft below the
bottom of the waste site (6.1 m (20 ft) bgs . ‘he 216-Z-1A4 Tile Field, 7 m (23 ft) bgs at the 216-Z-9
Trench, and 6.1 m (20 ft) bgs at the 216-Z-18 Crib) will be removed. This area represents soil with the
highest concentrations of plutonium. The DOE and EPA have determined that the plutonium that will
remain in place after the selected remedy is implemented will not pose an unacceptable risk to human
health and the environment. However, based on public comment, it has been determined that after
excavating to the specified depths in these waste sites, plutonium-239/240 levels will be assess. DOE
will consider removing additional plutonit  contaminated soil from these waste sites.

OTHER ¢ 'MMENTS ON THE PROPt iD PLAN

Other Comments On The Pr. 1sed Pl: omment Summary

Some commenters thanked the Tri-Party agencies for their efforts on this :anup decision or for the

opportunity to provide comment on the P sed Plan. Some ¢ enters expressed support of the
remedies identified for the Z-Ditches and -Salt Waste Gro sipelines, and the use of soil vapor
extraction at the High-Salt Waste Group. e commenters asked tfor clarification on the remedy for the
Settling Tanks and cost tables presented - Proposed Plan. Another commenter stated that WIPP
disposal costs should not be included sin ise costs are not part of the Hanford DOE office budget.

Response to comments: The Tri-Party agencies would like to thank those who provided comment on
the Proposed Plan and acknowledge those comments that expressed support of portions of the selected
remedy. The selected remedy for the Settfli  Tanks Waste 'roup includes removal of the remaining
contents (including any liquid and sludge, d grouting of the tanks for stabilization, and will satisfy
substantive closure requirements for dangerous waste tanks. The cost tables presented in the Proposed
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UPR
USFWS
VOC
WAC
WIPP

unplanned response

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
volatile organic compound
Washington Administrative Code

Waste Is:  tion Pilot Plant

128












WAC 173-350, “Solid Waste Handling Standards,” Washington Administrative Code, Olympia,
Washington. Available at: http://apps.leg.wa.cov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=173-350.

WAC 173-400, “General Regulations for Air Pollution Sources,” Washington Administrative Code,
Olympia, Washington. Available at: hitp:/apps.leg.wa.cov/WAC/default.aspx?eite=173-400.

400-040, “General Standar  for Maxi 1m Emissions.”
400-113, “Requirements for New Sources in Attainment or Unclassifiable Areas.”

WAC 173-460, “Controls for New Sources of Toxic Air Pollutants,” Washington Administrative Code,
Olympia, Washington. Available at: http://apps.leg.wa.cov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=173-460.

460-060, “Control Technology Requirements.”

WAC 173-480, “Ambient Air Quality Standards ar iission Limits for Radionuclides,” Washington
Administrative Code, Olympia, ashin Available at:
http://apps.leg. wa.gov/WAC/default.aspx?cite=173-480.

WAC 246-247, “Radiation Prote  on—Ai1  missions,” Washington Administrative Code, Olympia,
Washington. Available at: Jfapps.leg.wa.gov/WAC/default.aspxcite=246-247.

247-030, “Definitions.”
247-040, “General Standards.”
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