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Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date
Change Control Form
M-16-01-05 Do not use blue ink. T e or rintusin black ink. 4/24/2002
Originator Phone
H. E. Bilson, RL
Assistant Mana er River Corridor 376-6628

Class of Change

il - Pro’ect Mana er
Change Title
Establish Date for Com letion of all 100 Area Remedial Actions
Description/Justification of Change

This change establishes a date for the completion of all 100 Area interim remedial actions and modifies the M-016-
00A milestone description. Additionally, it aligns the M-016-00 series milestones for completion of 100 area remedial
actions with the objective of completion of the 100 Area interim remedial actions by 2012.

The completion of the 100 Area interim response actions includes:

Remediation of all waste sites and EPA/Ecology approval of associated closeout verification packages.
Backfill and re-vegetation of the waste sites.
Decontamination and decommissioning of all ancillary facilities.

This milestone does not include the following:

Completion of reactor intenm safe storage for 8 of the 9 surplus reactors. This is covered under the M-093
milestone series.

Final risk assessment and final Record of Decision for the 100 Area NPL. This will occur after the completion
of M-016-00A.

Note that there are facilities that support the Hanford Site infrastructure and reactor cores that will remain in the

100 Areas. Therefore, there will be waste sites that will not be remediated until the final reactor and facility disposition
due to their proximity or due to other factors. Any facilities and waste sites that will remain will be documented and the
anticipated path forward identified.

Modifications/deletions of existing milestones are denoted using redtinefstrikeent; additions are denoted with Shsihi FiE.

Descri ition/Justification of Chan e continuedon a es 2 and 3.
Impact of Change

Modifies regulatory requirements goveming Hanford remediation activities. Administrative action required to

inco orate this chan e into A endix D.

Affected Documents

The Tri-Party Agreement Action Plan — Appendix D, as amended and Hanford site intemal planning, management,
and budget documents (e.g., USDOE and USDOE contractor Baseline Change Control documents; Multi-Year Work
Plans; Sitewide Systems Engineering Control documents; Project Management Plans; and, if appropriate, site-wide
LDRRe rtre ents .
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Tri-Party Agreement Change Request
M-16-01-05

Page 2

Impact of Change (Continued):

The following existing milestones were established previously to support 100 Area cleanup:

Milestone Description Date
M-016-01 Complete 100 N Area Decontamination and DecommissioninQ 8D
M-016-10A Initiate remedial actions in the 100KR-1 operable unit 8/1/2003

Complete remediation and backfill of 16 liquid waste sites and process effluent pipelines in

the 100-FR-1 and 100-FR-2 operable units

Complete remediation and backfill of 51 liquid waste sites in 100-BC-1,.100-BC-2, 100-DR-

M-016-26B 1, 100-DR-2, and 100-HR-1 operable units. Complete re-vegetation of 36 liquid waste sites 3/31/2002
in 100-BC-1 100-DR-1 100-DR-2 and 100-HR-1 operable units.

M-016-26E Complete excavation and removal of 100 BC process effluent pipelines 9/30/2004

M-016-26F Complete backfill of 100 BC process effluent pipelines excavations 2/28/2005
Complete 100-HR-3 Phase |ll, ISRM Barrier Emplacement, Planning, Well Installation, and

M-016-27C Barrier Emolacement 9/30/2002

M-016-13B 10/29/2004

Relative to these existing milestones the only change would be the deletion of M-16-01. The remaining existing
milestones would not be impacted.

The following are the changes associated with these M-16 negotiations:

Deletions:

The following milestone will be deleted:

Milestone { Description } Date
M o4& B4 Sompiete 488 N Area Becontamimation and Becommissioning

The completion of the facility D&D is addressed under the M-093 milestone series.
Modifications:
Completion of interim remedial actions includes the completion of the excavation, EPA/Ecology approval of the closeout

verification package (CVP), backfill and revegetation for the waste sites and the completion of the D&D of ancillary
facilities, and obtain EPA/Ecology approval of the CVP for the ancillary facilities.



Tri-Party Agreement Change Request
M-16-01-05
Page 3
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Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date
Change Control Form
M-016-01-06 Do notuse blueink. T eor rintusin black ink. 4/24/2002

Originator Phone
H. E. Bilson, RL
Assistant Mana er River Corridor 376-6628
Class of Change

I - Si natories Il - Executive Mana er Il - Pro'ect Mana er
Change Title
M-016-03A

Establish Date for Com letion of all 300 Area Remedial Actions

Description/Justification of Change

This change establishes a date for the completion of all 300 Area interim remedial actions and modifies the M-016-
00B milestone description. The disposition of impeding surplus facilities will be performed in accordance with Tri-
Party Agreement Major milestone M-094-00.

Unchanged Milestones:

Unchanged

Milestones Description Date

Establish an Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility (ERDF)

M-016-03G  staging area that is ready to receive drummed waste from the 618-4 9/30/2002
Burial Ground in accordance with an ERDF Record of Decision Amendment
Complete Remediation of the waste sites in the 300-FF-1 Operable Unit to include

M-016-03H excavation, verification, and regrading, including the 618-4 Burial Ground in
accordance with an approved Remedial Design Report/Remedial Action Work
Plan
Complete treatment of drummed waste from the 618-4 Burial Ground in

M-016-031  accordance with an approved Remedial Design Report/Remedial Action Work TBD
Plan

12/31/2003

od'f cations/deletions to existing milestones are denoted using the redtinetstrikeeut, additions are denoted with

Description/Justification of Change continued on Pages 2 through 3

impact of Change

Modifies regulatory requirements goveming Hanford remediation activities. Administrative action required to

inco orate this chan e into A endix D.

Affected Documents

The Tri-Party Agreement Action Plan — Appendix D, as amended and Hanford site intemal planning, management,
and budget documents (e.g., USDOE and USDOE contractor Baseline Change Control documents; Multi-Year Work
Plans; Sitewide Syste s Engineering Control documents; Project Management Plans; and, if appropriate, the site-
wide LDR e ortry irements .

" Approved______Disapproved
__‘_A/pproved____Disapproved
v Approved Disapproved




Tri-Party Agreement Change Request
M-016-01-06
Page 2

Impact of Change (Continued)

Note that there are facilities that support the Hanford Site infrastructure that will remain in the 300 Area. Additionally,

there may be waste sites that will not be remediated until the remaining facilities are removed due to their proximity to
the facilities. The facilities and waste sites that remain will be documented and the path forward identified in Tri-Party
Agreement milestone M-016-65.

The following are the remedial action changes associated with the overall River Corridor negotiations.

Completion Milestone:

Milestone Descri tion Date

M-016-00B

Outside the Fence Milestones (all accessible 300-FF-2 waste sites that lie north of building 3720 and the 313/333
building complex and that lie west of Stevens Drive as identified in Table 1 of this change request., excluding the 618-10
and 618-11 Burial Grounds):

inside the Fence Milestones (as all 300-FF-2 waste sites that lie within or south of the building 3720 and 313/333
building complex northem boundaries and that lie east of Stevens Drive and all other remaining waste sites within the
scope of the 300-FF-2 Record of Decision, excluding the 618-10 and 618-11 Burial Grounds):



Tri-Party Agreement Change Request
M-016-01-06
Page 3

618-10 and 618-11 Burial Ground Milestones:



Tri-Party Agreement Change Request

M-016-01-06
Page 4
Table 1: Waste Sites Outside the Fence
(Tri-Party Agreement Change Request M-016-01-06)
Waste Site Number Site Description
Waste Site 300-8 Aluminum Shavings Area
Waste Site 300-18 Surface Contaminated Dumping Area #4
Waste Site 300 VTS In Situ Vitrification Test Area
Waste Site 316-4 300 Area North Cribs
Waste Site 600-47 Dumping Area
Waste Site 600-259 Grout Waste Test Lysimeter
Burial Ground 618-2 Solid Waste Burial Ground #2
Burial Ground 618-3 Dry Waste Burial Ground
Burial Ground 618-5 Burial Ground #5
Burial Ground 618-7 Drums of Pyrophoric Zircaloy Chips in Water with Uranium and Beryllium
Burial Ground 618-8 Uranium-Contaminated Soil Under a Parking Lot

Burial Ground 618-13 303 Building Contaminated Soil Burial Ground

Table 2: Waste Sites Inside the Fence
(Tri-Party Agreement Change Request M-016-01-06)

Waste Site Number Site Description
Candidate Waste Site 300-109 333 Building Storm Water Runoff
Candidate Waste Site 300-110 333 Building Storm Water Runoff
Candidate Waste Site 333 ESHWSA 333 Building East Side Hazardous Waste Storage Area
Waste Site 300-259 Contamination Area Surrounding 618-1 Burial Ground
Waste Site 303-M SA 303M Building Storage Area
Waste Site 303-M UOF 303M Uranium Oxide Facility
Waste Site UPR 300-46 Contaminated Soil (north of 333 Building)
Waste Site UPR 300-17 Contaminated asphalt area (southeast corner of 333 Building)
Burial Ground 618-1 Solid Waste Burial Ground #1

The portions of the 300-15, 300-224, 300-258 waste sites that impinge upon ongoing cleanups
associated with this table, shall be evaluated and included in the scope of remediation activity, to
the extent feasible. Technical feasibility will be evaluated as part of the Remedial
Design/Remedial Action Work Plan process.



Change Number Federal Facility Agreement arid Consent Order Date
Change Control Form

M-93-01-02 Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink. 4/24/2002
Originator Phone
H. E. Bilson, RL
Assistant Mana er River Corridor 376-6628

Class of Change

[]11- Signatories [ X] Il - Executive Manager [ 11l - Project Manager

Change Title
Modification of the Tri-Party Agreement M-93 series milestones
Com lete Final Dis osition of all 100 Area Su lus Production Reactor Buildin s.

Description/Justification of Change

The M-093 milestone series provides the overall framework for disposition of the 100 Area surplus production reactors
and remains a To Be Determined (TBD). Supporting M-093 is a series of milestones for the interim safe storage and
associated activities for 8 of the 9 surplus production reactors. This change aligns the M-093 milestones for reactor
interim safe storage with the objective of completion of the 100 Area reactor interim safe storage by 2012.

Continued on Pa es 2 and 3

Impact of Change

Modifies regulatory requirements goveming Hanford response activities. Administrative action required to incorporate
this chan einto A  ndix D.

Affected Documents

The Tri-Party Agreement Action Plan — Appendix D, as amended and Hanford site intemal planning, management,
and budget documents (e.g., USDOE and USDOE contractor Baseline Change Control documents; Multi-Year Work
Plans; Sitewide Systems Engineering Control documents; Project Management Plans; and if appropriate, the site-wide
LDR Report require ents).

#arﬂﬁ‘ “~Approved____Disapproved
Date

—. ‘_(ZZ ‘i/()& ‘/Approved __Disapproved
vat—=ea-rceudion 10 Administrator Date

M W z@ 7‘&03 " Approved_____Disapproved
T. C. Fitzsimmons, Ecology Director Date



Tri-Party Agreement Change Request

M-093-01-02
Page 2

Impact of Change

M-093 provides the overall framework for disposition of the 100 Area surplus production reactors. The following existing

milestones were established to support the completion of the surplus reactor interim safe storage:

Milestone
M-093-00
M-093-06-T01
M-093-10
M-093-11
M-093-12
M-093-14
M-093-15
M-093-16-T01
M-093-17-T01
M-093-18-T01
M-093-19-T01
M-093-20-T01
M-093-21-T01
M-093-22-T01

Description
Complete Final Disposition of all 100 Area Surplus Production Reactor Building
Submit Surveillance and Maintenance Plan for B Reactor
Submit the 105-F reactor surveillance and maintenance plan for EPA aporoval
Complete 105-F reactor interim safe storage
Issue 105-DR reactor competitive procurement package
Initiate neqotiations for the remaining surplus reactor disposition schedules
Complete neqotiations for the remaining surplus reactor disposition schedules
Complete 105-DR reactor interim safe storage
Complete 105-D reactor interim safe storaqe
Complete 105-H reactor interim safe storaqe
Complete 105/109-N reactor interim safe storage design
Complete 105-N reactor interim safe storage
Complete 105-KW reactor interim safe storage
.Complete 105-KE reactor interim safe storage

Date
TBD
TBD
7/31/03
9/30/03
2/28/02
6/30/03
12/31/03
9/30/05
9/30/07
9/30/09
9/30/09
TBD
T8D
T8D

Relative to the existing milestones the changes will be the deletion of M-093-10, M-093-12 and M-093-21-T01; the
conversion of target milestones to interim milestones and establishing dates for milestones that are currently TBD

Signature of this package will complete Tri-Party Agreement Interim Milestone M-093-14.

M&difipa{tions and/or deletions to existing milestones are denoted using the redfinesstrikeout; additions are denoted with

The following are the changes associated with the M-093-00 milestone negotiations:

Deletions

The following milestones are deleted:

Milestone

M 93 40

M 93 42

M3 24 4

Description
Submit the 485 F reacter surveilianee and meintenance plan for EPA approvel

Rationale: The submittal and approval of the S&M plans for the reactors placed in interim
safe storage (ISS), is covered within the definition of the completion of the reactor ISS.

tssue 485 DR reactor competitive procurement package

Rationale: This milestone is no longer valid in that the DR Reactor ISS is currently
ongoinq. This milestone is replaced with Tri-Party Agreement Interim Milestone M-093-25.

Sompiete 485 KW reactor interim safe sterage

Rationale: The completion of KW ISS has been incorporated into the definition for

completion of KE ISS.

10

Date

2428/2082






Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date
Change Control Form
M-094-01-01 Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink. 4/24/2002
Originator Phone
H. E. Bilson, RL
Assistant Mana er River Corridor 376-6628

Class of Change

[X] I - Signatories [ 111 - Executive Manager [ 11O - Project Manager

Change Title
Milestone M-094-00
Establish date for Final Di  sition of all 300 AreaS  lus Facilities under the M-094 Series Milestones.

Description/Justification of Change

This change establishes a date for the disposition of all 300 Area surplus facilities. M-094-00 provides the overall framework for
disposition of the 300 Area surplus facilities. This change aligns the M-094-00 milestones for 300 Area surplus facility
dispositions with the objective of completion by 2018.

The use of strikeout and shading is not required since approval of this change request establishes a new series for the Tri-Party
Agreement.

Continued on page 2

Impact of Change

Modifies regulatory requirements governing Hanford remediation activities. Administrative action required to incorporate this
change into Appendix D.

Note that there are facilities that support the Hanford Site infrastructure that will remain in the 300 Area. Additionally, there may
be waste sites that will not be remediated until the remaining facilities are removed due to their proximity to the facilities. The

facilities and waste sites that remain will be documented and the path forward identified in Tri-Party Agreement Milestone M-094-
04.

Affected Documents

The Tri-Party Agreement Action Plan — Appendix D, as amended and Hanford site internal planning, management, and budget
documents (e.g., USDOE and USDOE contractor Baseline Change Control documents; Multi-Year Work Plans; Sitewide Systems
Engineering Control d uments; Project Management Plans; and, if appropriate, Site-wide LDR Report requirements).

0 (d Approved_____ Disapproved
ate

Y/23/02 /

Approved______Disapproved
Da#e
f/ﬁ@?_ ¥~ Approved Disapproved
Date
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Tri-Party Agreement Change Request M-094-01-01
Page 2 of 3

Impact of Change (Continued)

M-094-00 provides the overall framework for disposition of the 300 Area surplus facilities. The following are the surplus facility
changes associated with the River Corridor negotiations and specifically milestone M-094-00:

Milestone Description Date
Additions
M-094-00 Complete disposition of 300 Area surplus facilities. 9/30/2018

Completion of facility disposition is defined as the completion of deactivation, decontamination,
and decommissioning, and obtain EPA and/or Ecology approval of the appropriate project closeout
documents. Surplus facilities are defined as any facility or site (including equipment) that has no
identified programmatic use by the operating phase Program Secretarial Officer. The cleanup of
300-FF-2 waste sites associated with 300 Area surplus facilities will be performed in accordance
with Tri-Party Agreement Major Milestone M-016-00B.
M-094-01 Submit a schedule and TPA milestones to complete disposition of the following surplus facilities: 11/30/2003
303M, 332, 333, 334, 334A, 3221, 3222, 3223, 3224, 3225, 324, 324B, 327(see TPA Change
Request M-94-01-01, Table 1)

The milestone deliverable shall include at least: 1) A schedule for submittals of Engineering
Evaluation/Cost Analyses (EE/CA), removal action memoranda, removal action work plans, and
other required documents for EPA and/or Ecology approval; 2) a schedule that defines initiation
and completion dates for the disposition of the following surplus facilities: 303M, 332, 333, 334,
334A, 3221,3222, 3223, 3224, 3225, 324, 324B, 327, 3) a Tri-Party Agreement change package
that includes milestones for groups of surplus facilities and associated waste sites that will ensure
completion of M-094-00; and, 4) an evaluation of outyear Tri-Party Agreement milestones for the
300 Area to see if they can be accelerated. It is expected that schedules will be aligned with the
associated schedules required by

M-016-63.

EE/CA’s and action memoranda for the following facilities: 303M, 332, 333, 334, 334A, 3221,
3222, 3223, 3224 and 3225, must be completed and associated cleanup commenced prior to
submitting any documents requiring EPA and/or Ecology approval for other 300 Area facility
disposition work. This will allow the opportunity to factor "lessons learned from remedy
implementation” into the remaining documents.
M-094-02 Submit an amendment to the existing 324 Building REC/HLV closure plan, DOE/RL-96-73, Rev 7/30/2002
1, for Ecology review and approval. The amendment shall change the existing closure plan path
from clean closure to a path where the high-risk materials and wastes are removed from the facility
followed by complete disposition.
M-094-03 Complete disposition of the following surplus facilities: 303M, 332, 333, 334, 3344, 3221, 3222,  9/30/2010
3223, 3224, 3225, 324, 324B, 327 (see TPA Change Request M-94-01-01, Table 1)
M-094-04 Submit a schedule and Tri-Party Agreement milestones to complete disposition of the surplus 8/30/2005
facilities in the 300 Area and identify the 300 Area facilities and associated waste sites that will
remain past the M-094-00 completion date (9/30/2018).

The milestone deliverable shall include at least: 1) A schedule for submittals of Engineering
Evaluation/Cost Analyses (EE/CA), removal action memoranda, removal action work plans,
closure/post closure plans (in coordination with the 300 Area WATS and 340 Building associated
work plans submittals as appropriate), and other documents that require EPA and/or Ecology
approval; 2) a schedule that defines initiation and completion dates for the disposition of the
surplus facilities; 3) a Tri-Party Agreement change package that includes milestones for groups of
surplus facilities and associated waste sites that will ensure completion of M-094-00; and, 4) a
clearly defined mission and Tri-Party Agreement disposition path for any remaining facilities in the
300 Area It is expected that schedules will be aligned with the associated schedules required by
M-016-65.
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Tri-Party Agreement Change Request M-094-01-01

Page 3 of 3

Table 1:

Surplus
Facilities

Building 303M
Building 332

Building 333

Building 334

Building 334A
Building 3221
Building 3222
Building 3223
Building 3224

Building 3225

300 Area Surplus Facilities to be

Dispositioned by 9/30/2010

Facility
Description

Uranium Oxide Building
Packaging Test Facility

N Fuels Building
Process Sewer MonitorFacility
W aste Acid Storage Building
Sandblasting Support Building
Storage Building
Storage Building

Storage Building

Bottle Dock

15

Surplus
Facilities

Building 324
Building 324B

Building 327

Facility
Description

Chemical Engineering
Laboratory

Chemical Engineering
Laboratory Exhaust Stack

Post-Irradiation Test
Laboratory






Hanford Tri-Party Agreement
Modifications to 100 Area and 300 Area
Waste Sites and Facilities Cleanup Milestones

Comment and Response Document

1. Hanford Advisory Board, submitted by Todd Martin, Chair

Comment 1: Groundwater. Groundwater remains of foremost concern to the Board.
The Board encourages the agencies to maintain ongoing successful groundwater
remediation actions and pursue more aggressive technology development and treatment
activities. Currently, the change package would establish milestones that require
initiation of groundwater restoration activities only after all 100 Area soil removal actions
are complete. The Board recommends that actions be expedited by initiating
groundwater actions in each remedial unit upon completion of soil removal in that unit.
The Tri-Parties must examine existing and proposed off-site projects that may impact
groundwater flow and contaminant spread.

Response to Comment 1: The U.S. Department of Energy, Richland
Operations Office (DOE), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA),
and the State of Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology) hereinafter
referred to as “Tri-Parties,” agree with the Board that groundwater
contamination issues are a priority. Ongoing interim actions, such as the
pump and treat systems, demonstrate our commitment to groundwater
cleanup. Commitments for upgrading groundwater remedial actions
identified in the recent Five-Year Review of the Interim Records of Decision
(ROD) are underway and some of these commitments are already complete.
In addition, alternatives to pump-and-treat systems, such as Insitu Redox
Manipulation for chromium, are being pursued and a roadmap to identify
science and technology activities required to meet groundwater cleanup
objectives is being developed. The Tri-Parties recently completed a
workshop attended by the Tribal Nations and technical experts from the
national laboratories to assist in the road mapping process.

None of the Tri-Parties intend to "initiate groundwater restoration activities
only after all 100 Area soil actions are complete.” The timing for setting
groundwater remediation milestones recognizes that source control is a
critical component of groundwater remediation. Generally, groundwater
remedial actions are not effective unless the contaminant source is
controlled. The actions taken to date in the 100 Area are consistent with
cleanup practice elsewhere, i.e., focus initially on source control and put
into place restrictions on use and groundwater measures designed to reduce
the groundwater transport of contaminants to potential receptors.
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However, as the Site cleanup efforts progress, the Tri-Parties will continue to
evaluate the need for additional actions to address groundwater
contamination. In addition, the Tri-Parties will strive to develop and
implement more efficient and effective measures where further risk
reduction is required.

In response to this comment, the Tri-Parties have agreed to establish a
commitment to include a final remedial investigation/feasibility study (RI/FS)
and proposed plan for the 100 B/C-5 Operable Unit within the 700 Area
Remedial Design Action Work Plan, Revision 4. In addition, a commitment
to implement the 100 B/C Risk Assessment pilot should establish the
framework for final RI/FSs and RODs for soil sites and should also address
issues related to groundwater exposure scenarios. This work will provide the
Tri-Parties with information necessary to establish a basis for 100B/C
groundwater and future final groundwater decisions in the 100/300 Areas.
Finally, off-site factors that affect groundwater flow and transport at
Hanford will be evaluated for potential impacts and associated risk.

Comment 2: Disposition of 300 Area Buildings and waste sites. The Board is
concerned about the cleanup and use of the entire 300 Area. Currently, the change
package does not address all of the buildings in the 300 Area. However, with many other
buildings and waste sites in the 300 Area, the potential for risks to workers, the public
and the environment exists. Further, the existing lack of information concerning risks
posed by 300 Area facilities prevents the Board from accurately prioritizing to the
milestone activities outlined in the change package. In other words, the approach
outlined below is important in developing a basis from which to assess the relative
importance of specific 300 Area building remediation projects. This capability will be
very important in any funding scenario below full TPA compliance.

To address the two above concems and ensure the 300 Area cleanup is approached in a
comprehensive, common sense manner, the Board recommends:

e DOE identify the status, mission and funding source (e.g., Environmental
Management, Office of Science and Technology, etc.) for all 300 Area Buildings.

e Ensure the programmatic “owner” is indeed funding each of its facilities.

e Determine the status and disposition of facilities based on a comprehensive set of
criteria that has been developed with public input. Examples of criteria include
risks to workers, the public, and the environment; impacts on surrounding cleanup
activities; safety requirements of facilities; and building requirements for safety
buffers. The goal of these recommendations is to ensure that the breadth of
300 Area activities — from research to cleanup — are conducted safety and
efficiently.
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Comment 3: Consistent with past Board advice, the cleanup goal “outside the 300 Area
fence” should be unrestricted use.

Response to Comment 3: The approach used in assessing and factoring land
use assumptions into the remedial actions for the 300 Area was consistent
with USEPA’s “Land Use in the CERCLA Remedy Selection Process” policy
(OSWER Directive No. 9355.7-04). This directive states that “remedial
action objectives developed during the RI/FS should reflect the reasonably
anticipated future land use or uses.” The Tri-Parties’ cleanup approach for
the 300 Area has been consistent with this policy. The reasonably anticipated
land use for the 300 Area Industrial Complex, the areas adjacent to the

300 Area Industrial Complex to the north and west, and the outlying
sites/burial grounds 5-8 miles north of the 300 Area Industrial Complex is
“industrial.” This determination is consistent with the following relevant
land use planning documents:

= The Final Report of the Hanford Future Site Uses Working Group
(December 1992) described the cleanup objective for the 300 Area (both
the industrial complex and surrounding vicinity) as “restricted status for
industrial use” under both “Cleanup Scenario A: Cleanup for Economic
Development, Wildlife” and “Cleanup Scenario B: Cleanup for
Agriculture and Native American Uses Outside the 300 Area,” as
explained in the report.

= The Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental
Impact Statement (September 1999) includes all sites in the 300-FF-1 and
300-FF-2 Operable Units (including outlying sites and burial grounds) in
an “industrial” land use designation to support “new DOE missions or
economic development.”

= The City of Richland’s Comprehensive Land Use Plan identifies the
300 Area (as well as areas North and South of the 300 Area) as an “Urban
Growth Area” pursuant to Washington’s Growth Management Act.
Land uses identified in the plan include “industrial” and
“business/research park.”

= Benton County’s Draft Hanford Land Use Plan (Spring 2000) identifies
all sites in the 300-FF-1 and 300-FF-2 Operable Units (including outlying
sites and burial grounds) as either being in the City of Richland’s “Urban
Growth Area” or in a land use zone defined by Benton County as
“industrial & heavy.” Within the Urban Growth Area, the County defers
land use planning and land use designations to the City of Richland,
unless there is a marked disagreement. In this case there is not. The
Draft Hanford Land Use Plan is to be incorporated into the Benton
County Comprehensive Plan as Chapter 13 when the plan is updated.
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