





sooner the access control boundaries can be expanded, the sooner we can work through these
types of logistics.

Currently, two trailers on Dayton Avenue west of the PFP Complex are housing workers. No
PCM is at this location and workers are using hand held detection equipment to survey out.
Trailers on 19™ are storing equipment. A new office complex w be insta :d on 20" Avenue.
Mr. Teynor added that RL has requested CHPRC to consider establishing a green island within
the CA for emergencies. Additiona ', CHPRC is reviewing adding heating/cooling stations
within the CA, and the Hanford Fire Department is revising their emergency plans. Stephanie
Schleif, Ecology, questioned whether there was concern for not having a PCM at an exit point on
the west side of the proposed boundary due to specks of contamination previously found. Mr.
Wooley responded that use of those trailers on the west side is temporary and not used as an exit
point; it may be used during emergencies only.

The revised Air Dispersion Model, rubble piles, and soil cap configuration was discussed. The
revised analysis for 234-5Z is scheduled to be completed around the week of March 1st; and the
236-Z rubble pile is scheduled the week of April 1%, 2018. Due to the source term, the 236-Z
rubble pile is the last material to be loaded out. The 234-5Z demolition will not be impacted by
the 236-Z rubble pile. Currently, the 236-Z rubble pile is covered by a minimum of 18-24" of
soil, and fixative. On December 15, 2018, fixative was applied to the rubble pile, and by
December 18, 2018 soil was placed on the entire pile. Additional trucks of soil have been
brought in and soil added to the piles since. Mr. Teynor showed a picture from January 30, 2018
of the pile and pointed out the soil. The 236-Z rubble piles will continue to be maintained and
monitored until 234-5Z load out is complete, including the application of additional fixative.

Timing of the implementation of the revised boundaries was discussed. John Martell, WDOH
indicated they were in agreement with the revised draft boundaries. Mr. Teynor stated that
RL/CHPRC are going forward with planning and war :d Ecology/EPA/WDOH input.
Therefore, he wanted to conclude this meeting with agreement on the items on RL’s list of 19
activities related to stabilization/risk reduction. RL will be discussing these boundaries and
implementation of the 19 activities with the Under Secretary of Science (S-4) tomorrow, and are
seeking S-4’s approval to  ovide CHPRC with direction to proceed by next Tuesday, February
20, 2018.

RL’slist ‘luded cleaning , thel.. fo _ int, packagingw. it i p ra aver the
supersacks (e.g., a tarp), moving debris off 234-5Z, non-destructive assay of some containers and
supersacks, access to trailers, etc. RL’s list did not include moving Near Field Monitors, and
Eric Faust would be working with John Martell on any issues for their collocated monitors. Alex
Smith, Ecology stated her interest was on items that created a so  disturbance or required
excavation and what controls would be in place to ensure containers/vehicles are not
contaminated when leaving the footprint. Ms. Schieif was interested in knowing the number of
containers involved for each item that involved waste. It was agreed that RL would update the
list to explicitly state which ones required soil disturbance or not; which ones were outside of a
contamination area; the number of waste containers involved and their location; and a new item
(#20) to address removal of empty containers. The regulators requested to be informed when
each item was completed. EPA/Ecology stated that they would provide a written response to
RL’s list of activities to be completed as stabilization/risk reduction once the updated list of
activities reflecting the agreements above was received. Prior to implementing, workers




(including ERDF) will be briefed on this list and the revised boundaries. Additional questions
were responded to as follows. With the revised boundaries, Ms. Schleilf ked whether the Area
of Contamination Map in the PFP Removal Action Work an would be updated. Mr. Konzek
stated that RL/CHPRC are currently evaluating whether an update is needed. An action was
taken to determine whether an update is needed. } . Einan asked whether the NDA was WIPP
certifiable. Mr. Teynor stated that only WIPP can certify the waste, RL puts waste into WIPP
certifiable containers. RI’s recertification lapsed because we are not shipping.

Mr. Martell questioned whether the negati©  air machine on the connex container had been
evaluated as a point source under NESHAPs, and whether the ARAR is applicable. Eric Faust
and Bill Cox took an action to respond to the inquiry.

During the discussion, Mr. Teynor made the regulators aware of an  >rging issue related to
containers with supersacks potentially not having adequate spacing (e.g., 25 feet) required by an
Administrative Control in the safetyt s. Spacing between containers will be n  sured, and
CHPRC plans to address this issue more thoroughly tomorrow . cbruary 15, 2018). Information
on this issue will be posted to the PFP Update website as well.

Action Items

1. Written response from EPA/Ecology documenting their agreement with RL’s list of 19
work activities (now 20) discussed at the Febru _ 14, 2018 information meeting is
allowable work related to stabilization/risk reduction activities. Partially completed:
On February 16, 2018, feedback/ques s were received via emails from Alex
Smith, Ecology, and John Martell, WDOH to Tom Teynor, RL. On February 19,
2018, an e-mail from Tom Teynor to Ecology and WDOH was sent giving an interim
response with final responses given at the February 20, 2018 bi-weekly, where
Ecology/ WDOH/EPA acknowledged their questions were ad( :ssed. Stephanie
Schleif, Ecology, commented that Ecology/EPA had the action to provide a written
response.

o Update and send email with RL’s list of 19 it¢  : to add/clarify the >llowing
(Kelly Wooley/Teynor) (Completed — On February 16, )18, Tom Teynor sent
an email to Ecology/EPA/WDOH ith updated list to address the items
below).

= Add “Remove 26 empty ERDF RO/RO containers (need to verify this is
correct number) from west side of 1. . footprint” as Item 20.

» Clarify Items 6 & 8 activities are in areas where no contamination has
been found (i.¢., not in a Contamination Area), and do not involve soil
disturbance such as excavation.

= Clarify Item 9 is above ground and in an area where no contamination has
been found (i.e., not in a Contamination Area).

* For items involving waste containers, update list to add the number of
containers.

* Add that Ecology/EPA will be notified when each item is completed.

o Brief ERDF on waste containers coming over and what has been done to
release/survey them, etc.



o Brief workers on radiological recovery boundaries and list of activities once
approved by HQ.

2. Provide feedback to Ecology/WDOH on whe er Negative Air Machine is a point source
under NESHAPS and ARAR is applicable, and whether is it covered — Faust/Cox
(Completed by email from Tom Teynor on February 21, 2018)

3. Determine need to update RAWP with new Area of Contamination —
Konzek/Cox/Schleif

4. Provide Revised Air Dispersion Model for 234-5Z to regulators - Teynor

5. Provide Revised Air Dispersion Model for 236-Z to regulators - Teynor

6. Minutes — Wright

Attachments

1. ." " :ndance Roster

2. *—1il of RL’s List of stabilization/risk reduction

3. ' Boundary Discussion presentation.








































