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PUBLICATION AND CONTACT INFORMATION

This publication is available on the Department of Ecology’s (Ecology) website at
https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1605015.html

For more information contact:

Nina M. Menard

Nuclear Waste Program

3100 Port of Benton Boulevard
Richland, Washington 99354

Phone: 509-372-7950
Email: Hanford@ecy.wa.gov

Washington State Department of Ecology - www.ecy.wa.gov

e Headquarters, Lacey 360-407-6000
e Northwest Regional Office, Bellevue 425-649-7000
e Southwest Regional Office, Lacey 360-407-6300
e Central Regional Office, Yakima 509-575-2490
e Eastern Regional Office, Spokane 509-329-3400

Ecology publishes this document to meet the requirements of Washington Administrative Code
173-303-840 (9).

If you need this document in a format for the visually impaired, call the Nuclear Waste Program at
509-372-7950. Persons with hearing loss can call 711 for Washington Relay Service. Persons
with a speech disability can call 877-833-6341.

i


https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1605015.html
https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/publications/SummaryPages/1605015.html
mailto:Hanford@ecy.wa.gov
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-303-840
http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-303-840

Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

Response to Comments

207-A South Retention Basins Closure Plan Permit
Modification Request for the Hanford Facility
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Permit,
Dangerous Waste Portion, Revision 8c, for the
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal of Dangerous Waste
- May 9 through June 24, 2016

Department of Ecology
Nuclear Waste Program
3100 Port of Benton Boulevard
Richland, Washington 99354

i1



Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

This page is purposely left blank.

v



Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

TABLE OF CONTENTS

L F3T3 o7 1o T ) s DRSSP 1
Reasons for Issuing the PErmit ............coccuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieciiciecece e 1
Public InVOIVEMENt ACHIONS........ccoiuiiiiiieeiiie ettt st e e e e e e saaeeeeaaeeenens 2
LSt Of COMMENLETS........eiiiieiiieeiieiieeieeeite et e ette et et e e bt estteebeestaeeabeenseessseenseesnseenseessseenseens 3
ReSpONSE t0 COMMIENLES.....cciiiiiiiieeiiiiiee ettt e ettt e e e s ibee e e e e e s ernareeeeanseeeas 4

Appendix A: Copies of All Public Notices
Appendix B: Copies of All Written Comments



Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

This page is purposely left blank.

vi



Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

INTRODUCTION

The Washington State Department of Ecology’s Nuclear Waste Program (NWP) manages
dangerous waste within the state by writing permits to regulate its treatment, storage, and disposal.

When a new permit or a significant modification to an existing permit is proposed, NWP holds a
public comment period to allow the public to review the change and provide formal feedback.
(See Washington Administrative Code [WAC] 173-303-830 for types of permit changes.)

The Response to Comments is the last step before issuing the final permit, and its purpose is to:

e Specify which provisions, if any, of a permit will become effective upon issuance of the
final permit, providing reasons for those changes.

e Describe and document public involvement actions.

e List and respond to all significant comments received during the public comment period
and any related public hearings.

This Response to Comments is prepared for:

Comment period: 207-A South Retention Basins Closure Plan Permit Modification
Request for Hanford Facility Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act Permit, Dangerous Waste Portion, Revision 8c, for the Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal of Dangerous Waste, May 9 — June 24, 2016

Permit: Hanford Facility Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)

Permit, Dangerous Waste Portion, Revision 8c, for the Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal of Dangerous Waste WA 7890008967

Permittees: United States Department of Energy (USDOE) and CH2M Hill
Plateau Remediation Company (CHPRC)

Original issuance date:  September 27, 1994
Effective date: October 6, 2016

To see more information related to the Hanford Site and nuclear waste in Washington, please
visit our website: www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp.

REASONS FOR ISSUING THE PERMIT

The 207-A South Retention Basins (207-A SRB) is not currently in the Hanford Facility
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Permit, Dangerous Waste Portion, Revision 8c, for the
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal of Dangerous Waste (Site-wide Permit). A Closure Plan and
unit-specific Permit Conditions have been prepared for this unit, so it can be closed out of the
Hanford Site-wide Permit. A permit modification is required to add the Closure Plan and Permit
Conditions to the Site-wide Permit.


http://apps.leg.wa.gov/wac/default.aspx?cite=173-303-830
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT ACTIONS

NWP encouraged public comment on the 207-A SRB Class 3 permit modification during a
45-day public comment period held May 9 through June 24, 2016.

A public notice announcing the comment period was mailed to 1,510 interested members of the
public. Copies of the public notice were distributed to members of the public at Hanford
Advisory Board meetings.

A public announcement legal classified advertisement was placed in the 77i-City Herald
May 8, 2016. A notice announcing the start of the comment period was sent to the Hanford-Info
email list, which has 1,836 recipients.

The Permittees’ held a public meeting on August 5, 2015, during their public comment period
from June 30 through August 28, 2015. A public hearing was not requested during Ecology’s
public comment period, and no public meeting was held during the May 9 through

June 24, 2016, public comment period.

The Hanford information repositories located in Richland, Spokane, and Seattle, Washington, and
Portland, Oregon, received the following documents for public review:

e Transmittal letter

e Draft unit-specific Permit Conditions

e Draft Part A form

e Draft Closure Plan

e Factsheet

e SEPA Determination of Non-Significance (DNS)

e Response to Comments document, Ecology Publication 16-05-009

The following public notices for this comment period are in Appendix A of this document:

1. Public notice (focus sheet)
2. Classified advertisement in the 77i-City Herald
3. Notice sent to the Hanford-Info email list


http://listserv.wa.gov/cgi-bin/wa?SUBED1=hanford-info&A=1
http://listserv.wa.gov/cgi-bin/wa?SUBED1=hanford-info&A=1
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The table below lists the names of organizations or individuals who submitted a comment on the
207-A SRB Permit modification and where you can find Ecology’s response to the comments.

Commenter

Organization

Comment Number

Page Number

Conlan, Mike

Citizen

4

Jim, Russell

Environmental
Restoration Waste
Management (ERWM)
Program Manager for
Yakama Nation

2-73

4-29
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Comments are listed by commenter. When possible, one response has been written for multiple
comments with similar questions.

Description of Comments:

Comments in this document include comments received by Ecology on the 207-A SRB draft
Class 3 permit modification public comment period from May 9 through June 24, 2016.

This section provides summary of comments that we received during the public comment period
and our responses, as required by RCW 34.05.325(6)(a)(iii). Each comment is addressed
separately. Ecology’s responses directly follow each comment in italic font. Verbatim copies of
all written comments are attached in Appendix B.

Comment # 1 from Mr. Mike Conlan, Citizen, dated January 10, 2016:
1) Remove all nuclear waste,

2) Do not allow anymore nuclear waste into the facility,
3) Replace all the single storage tanks,
4) Stop all the nuclear leakage entering the Columbia River.

Ecology Response:
Thank you for your comment.

1. Ecology is working to ensure that long-term storage, treatment, and disposal of the waste
is protective of human health and the environment.

2. The proposed permit changes are not to allow new waste, but to better manage the waste
already at Hanford.

3. Single-shell tanks are not in the scope of this comment period. Ecology does agree the
tanks pose a threat. We believe a better approach to addressing it is to remove the waste
from the single-shell tanks and put it in the compliant double-shell tanks to prepare for
eventual treatment in the Waste Treatment and Immobilization Plant now being built.

4. Stopping any potential nuclear waste from impacting the Columbia River is not within the
scope of the Closure Plan for 207-A SRB. Prevention of surface water impacts is
addressed via operations associated with other units.

Comment # 2 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Attachment #1:

YN ERWM Program (YN) comments (and requests) on the Class 3 Modification to the
Hanford site RCRA Permit for Closure of the 207-A South Retention Basin Closure Plan

General:

e Providing the SEPA checklist for public review promotes better understanding of the SEPA
process and enhances public knowledge of the unit. Please provide link to submitted SEPA
checklists for all future permit modifications.
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The SEPA checklist did go out for public comment as part of the
Permittees’ public comment period from June 30 through August 28, 2015. Ecology plans to add
the SEPA checklist link in the factsheet for any future 207-A SRB related permit modifications.

Comment # 3 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

e YN has previously provided our objection to the use of the Comprehensive Land-Use Plan
(CLUP) and its provisions. It does not recognize YN Treaty Rights. All assessments and
cleanup alternatives should be protective of, and based upon, anticipated Tribal subsistence
uses.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The CLUP is a National Environmental Policy Act analyses that
helped authorize USDOE'’s land use planning process for the Hanford Site. Ecology has
previously recognized USDOE'’s land use planning for the Hanford Site as consistent with
Ecology’s definition of “Conducting land use planning under chapter 36.704 RCW” found at
WAC 173-340-200. Ecology also notes that Benton County has incorporated USDOE’s land use
plan (pursuant to the CLUP) into Benton County’s own land use plan.

Comment # 4 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
e Factsheet should more clearly explain the temporary authorization process and provide a
link to the document or ensure its availability on the Administrative Record.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Ecology agrees that a more detailed discussion of the temporary
authorization process and providing a link to the document in the Administrative Record would be
of value for heightened public understanding.

Original temporary authorization letter, 15-NWP-141, dated July 24, 2015:
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfim/viewDoc?accession=1507280679

180 day extension to the temporary authorization letter, 16-NWP-015, dated January 21, 2016:
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=0078642H

Comment # 5 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

e Factsheet should also include the full text of WAC 173-303-830(4)(¢c)(i1)(F) which states
the permittee’s compliance history during the life of the permit being modified is available
from the Department of Ecology contact person. Knowing the history of non-compliance
can be helpful to understanding whether or not the permittee can demonstrate responsible
decision-making. Ecology’s summary to comment response “‘comment is noted” seems
rather short. There is no explanation as to why a simple request to assist public
understanding of permittee actions is being denied.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Ecology agrees with YN that the Permittees’ factsheet should have
contained the statement “The permittee’s compliance history during the life of the permit being
modified is available from the Department of Ecology contact person” per WAC 173-303-

830(4)(c)(ii)(F).


http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=1507280679
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=0078642H
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Ecology did not intend to miscommunicate by stating “comment noted.” In this case, the phrase
means agreement with the YN comment, and was not dismissal of the YN comment. For the
purpose of the 207-A SRB response to comments document, Ecology replaces “comment noted” to
read “Ecology agrees.”

Comment # 6 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
e YN does appreciate the inclusions of hyperlinks where feasible.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Please understand that though Ecology does the best it can to
maintain the hyperlinks, there is the possibility that one or more hyperlinks may become broken.

Comment # 7 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Chapter 4. YN does appreciate the over-all inclusion of additional design, process details, and site
information.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The overall review process, including public comments provided by
YN during the Permittees’ public comment period, helped to improve the final product.

Comment # 8 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.1:

In lines 4-5, please to ad to end of sentence the following: and contains compliance requirements
necessary for conducting closure enforceable under the RCRA Permit.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The 207-A SRB Closure Plan is an addendum to the Hanford Site-
wide Permit and is therefore fully enforceable.

Comment # 9 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
YN understands the Ecology is responsible for ensure proper corrective actions requirements for
the entire Hanford Site and requests inclusion of the following text to line 28: I¢ is anticipated

remedial actions for radioactive constituents shall be consistent with the closure activities required
under WAC 173-303.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Where and when required, Ecology does have authority to
implement unit group specific corrective action under chapter 70.105 RCW, the Hazardous Waste
Management Act and its implementing regulations, WAC 173-303. Corrective action is defined
under WAC 173-303. Ecology is not the delegated authority to regulate radioactive constituents
under these regulations. Any further cleanup will have to be completed under CERCLA and/or the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended.
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Comment # 10 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.1.1:

Please provide figure H-2-90783. It is referenced in both the Closure Plan and in the
Responsiveness Summary. It is the basis of much information and is not readily available on the
Administrative Record. There is no way to verify if design is per details without it (e.g., the liner
and concrete were integrated to avoid preferential pathways to the soil column).

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Drawing elements specific to closure of the 207-A SRB were
incorporated into the text and figures of the closure plan.

Comment # 11 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Clarification is requested beyond Ecology responsiveness comment (i.e., the TPA change request
C-07-02 is out of scope for this closure plan) as to why this information was not included on the
timeline-Figure 1.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Removal of the 207-A SRB from the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) per
change notice C-07-02 appears to have been in error. The 207-A SRB is proposed to be reinstated
in the TPA per a pending change notice.

Comment # 12 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.1.3: Clarify that listed waste codes will remain and appropriate treatments.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Both debris and soil generated during closure of the 207-A SRB
must meet Environmental Restoration and Disposal Facility (ERDF) waste acceptance criteria, to
be accepted for disposal.

Comment # 13 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.3:

Edit to include the following: Should there be changes in MTCA prior to closure, there will be no
‘back-sliding’ to less stringent cleanup levels. YN requests Ecology ensure enough flexibility
within the closure permitting process to allow Ecology to retain its authority to set cleanup levels
at more stringent levels and request additional characterization/cleanup to achieve these levels.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Under WAC 173-340-702(12)(a), Ecology is required to use the
cleanup levels that apply to a release based on the rules in effect at the time the Ecology issues a
final cleanup action plan for a given release. The Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA) Method B
cleanup values for unrestricted land use (CLARC values) being compared for 207-A SRB closure
soil sampling results are based on current science, available data, and are the current applicable
required values.
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Comment # 14 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
YN requests the following closure performance standards be identified within the closure plan and
the Permit:
Direct contact consistent with WAC 173-340-740(3)
Soil concentrations to protect groundwater: derived using WAC 173-340-747(4) (with an
exception of modified method B for hexavalent chromium using a Kd value of 0.)
Protection of ecological receptors achieved through one of the following methods:
1. Excavation of contaminated soil to a minimum of 15 feet below ground surface, or
2. Excavation of contaminated soil such that residual soil concentrations do not exceed
ecological screening levels listed in WAC 173-340-900 (Table 749-3), or
3. A site-specific demonstration that remedial standards eliminate threats to ecological
receptors.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Based on this comment, Ecology has revised the 207-A SRB Closure
Plan to include MTCA Method B standard soil concentrations protective of groundwater (see
Section 4.6.2.2, Table 4). Site specific standards protective of ecological receptors are required in
the event of a release, as described in WAC 173-340-7490(2). The closure plan is revised to
discuss that if a release occurs, unit group specific terrestrial cleanup levels will be calculated and
remedial actions continue until those cleanup levels are met. As indicated in Section 4.4.2 of the
closure plan, excavation of any potential exceedances of MTCA Method B cleanup levels for soil
will be conducted until confirmatory soil sampling returns compliant results.

Comment # 15 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit line 33 to read: As required by the Washington State Dangerous Waste Regulations and the

TPA Action Plan...affect soil. Ecology’s permitting authority lies with the Dangerous Waste
Regulations of WAC 173-303, not the TPA Action Plan.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Ecology revised the closure plan (see section 4.3) to incorporate a
revised version of the suggested comment.

Comment # 16 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
YN reiterates its disagreement with use of the CLUP to determine land-use and/or cleanup
standards. YN requests deletion of lines 13-18, page 4.14.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The CLUP is a National Environmental Policy Act analysis that
helped authorize USDOE'’s land use planning process for the Hanford Site. Ecology has
previously recognized the USDOE'’s land use planning for the Hanford Site as consistent with
Ecology’s definition of “Conducting land use planning under chapter 36.704 RCW” found at
WAC 173-340-200. Ecology also notes that Benton County has incorporated USDOE’s land use
plan (pursuant to the CLUP) into Benton County’s own land use plan.



Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

Comment # 17 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.4.2:

Edit line 17 to delete following text: “and up to 1 m (3ft) or soil beneath the structure, which will
meet the requirements of WAC 173-303-610(2)(b)(i1).” There is no guarantee that removal of only
3 ft of soil will suffice to meet clean closure requirements. Clarify the observational approach to
sampling will be applied and soil removal will continue until cleanup standards are met or it has
been demonstrated that all soil cannot be practicably removed or decontaminated.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The 2003 soil sampling data collected at 207-A SRB indicate no
exceedances of MTCA Method B cleanup levels in soil up to 15 feet below ground surface. Section
4.4.2 of the closure plan states: “. . .Should sampling and analysis of the 207-A SRB indicate
contamination at concentrations greater than the MTCA Method B unrestricted land use
standards, additional soil removal will be performed underneath the storage cell floors to meet
clean closure standards.” In Section 4.6.2 of the 207-A SRB Closure Plan, focused sampling is
addressed. The closure plan states “Focused samples will also be collected at locations where
there is evidence of potential leaks such as discoloration or staining.” Observed locations in the
field which might signify a potential release point will be sampled as part of the closure process.
The closure plan continues on line 13-14, that “Additional cleanup (e.g., removal of soil) will be
performed at the focused sample locations that exceed the cleanup standard.” Ecology believes
the closure plan sufficiently addresses sampling of observed locations for potential release as well
as excavation of any potentially contaminated soils identified during the closure process.

Comment # 18 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit line 21: to read: ....unrestricted land use standards. Should there be changes in MTCA prior
to closure, there will be no ‘back-sliding’ to less stringent cleanup levels.”

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Under WAC 173-340-702(12)(a), Ecology is directed to use the
cleanup levels that apply to a release based on the rules in effect at the time the Ecology issues a
final cleanup action plan for a given release. The MTCA Method B cleanup values for
unrestricted land use being compared to soil sampling results are based on current science and
available data, and are protective of human health and the environment for the closure of 207-A
SRB.

Comment # 19 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

YN notes that Table 4 contains only direct contact values. Edit Table 4 to include ecological
protection values. YN also notes increase in closure performance standard for p-cresol from 4000
to 8000 and request use of lower value.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Per previous comment response, Table 4 has been updated to
include MTCA Method B standard soil protective of groundwater cleanup levels that are
regulatory requirements at the time this closure plan is issued.
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Comment # 20 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Edit Table 4 to remove asterisk from analytes carbon tetrachloride and chloroform. This closure
plan does not demonstrate removal of the Hypalon liner can be done intact and that there was no
degradation of the liner.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Documentation of the condition of the liner has been added to the

closure plan to be included as part of the closure verification package (see text added to Section
4.6.2.7).

Comment # 21 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

This section seems to address only soil sampling, however the regulations require description of
the steps needed to remove structures and confirmation of compliance with clean closure standards
(WAC 173-303-640). Edit to clarify there will be visual inspection prior to commencement of
closure activities. And that all visible staining (on the concrete) will be noted and samples taken at
these locations.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The 207-A SRB are surface impoundments, not a tank system. The
concrete was sampled in 2003. All debris generated during demolition has to meet ERDF waste
acceptance criteria in order to be disposed of at that facility. As described in the closure plan, all
soils are to be sampled using grid (statistical) sampling. Soils beneath areas where joints were
located and any soils, which indicate the potential for a release (e.g., staining, discoloration, odor)
will be sampled using additional focused sampling.

Comment # 22 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

The presence of visible staining can be used as the basis for additional judgmental samples. The
absence of visible staining cannot in general be used as the sole basis for concluding that
contamination is absent.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. If encountered, visible staining does require focused sampling,
additional soil removal and additional confirmatory sampling. The grid sampling covers the 207-
A SRB area under the basins and to the dangerous waste management unit boundary in order to
maximize the chances of intercepting contamination, which is not visible.

Comment # 23 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit lines 31 to clarify that permit modification will be submitted in accordance with WAC 173-
303-830.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The 207-A SRB Closure Plan has been modified to add the
regulatory citation (see Section 4.6.2.8).

Comment # 24 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit lines 27-28 to clarify: what is meant by “where cracks in the elastomeric coating warrant
sampling.”

10
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. If cracks in the elastomeric coating are identified, focused sampling
is to be completed where indications of a release are observed. Grid sampling will provide overall
sampling locations, which will also sample soil beneath areas of degraded elastomeric coating.

Comment # 25 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.5: Section 4.5.1:

Clarify the regulatory pathway for disposal of RCRA wastes at ERDF. Clarify this in other
sections as indicated. Identify the disposal facility such that proper waste characterization
according to the waste acceptance criteria of the receiving facility may be met.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The action memorandum (DOE-RL-2015-51, Rev. 0) describes the
process for disposal of 207-A SRB wastes at ERDF. Wastes generated during the closure of 207-A
SRB must meet the waste acceptance criteria for ERDF. The ERDF waste acceptance criteria are
identified in WCH-191, Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility Waste Acceptance Criteria,
Rev. 2. http.//pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfim/viewDoc?accession=0084183

Comment # 26 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Reader cannot locate Sections 5.2 & 6 within Chapter 4. Clarify.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The sections references are updated to 4.5.2 and 4.6, respectively.

Comment # 27 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.5.1.2-4.5.1.4 and Section 4.5.2-4.5.2.3.4:

Edit to provide additional detail descriptions regarding all waste management and disposal
activities to clarify compliance with WAC 173-303-170 thru WAC 173-303-230 requirements. It is
unclear how these regulations are being met (In general: Sections 4.5.2.1.2 & 4.5.2.3.2 are
duplicative and incomplete. See comments below and provide more details.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Wastes will be disposed at ERDF as identified in the action
memorandum, DOE-RL-2015-51, Rev. 0. Land Disposal Restriction (LDR) requirements are
incorporated as an Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirement (ARAR) in the action
memorandum. Wastes must meet waste acceptance criteria for disposal at ERDF as described in
WCH-191, Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility Waste Acceptance Criteria, Rev. 2.
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=0084183

Comment # 28 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Identify compliance requirements per WAC 173-303 within each waste management sections. Edit
to include: How the nature and extent of contamination will be evaluated; potential types of
equipment; detail of equipment decontamination; how additional sampling efforts will be
conducted; details to demonstrate compliance with the regulations stated.
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Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The level of detail currently provided in the closure plan for the
closure of 207-A SRB regarding the listed items is sufficient.

Comment # 29 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Edit (and throughout Closure Plan as needed) to include container management regulations and
details of how compliance with these requirements are met. In Section 4.5.2.3.4, provide details as
to training, etc of ‘a waste specialist.’

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The 207-A SRB is a closing surface impoundment dangerous waste
management unit (DWMU), and is not a closing container storage DWMU. A training matrix was
added to the closure plan in Section 4.5.4.

Comment # 30 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify what is meant by “miscellaneous solid waste will be managed as appropriate for the
nonradiological and radiological contaminants present or suspected to be present.”

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Types of miscellaneous waste are identified in Section 4.5.2.1 of the
closure plan. The closure plan has been modified to specify management of miscellaneous solid
waste.

Comment # 31 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify which information regarding newly generated wastes, etc will be record in the Hanford Site
Waste Information Tracking system, and recorded unit-specific facility operating record.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. This activity is covered by the Permittees’ standard operating
procedures and is not part of the 207-A SRB Closure Plan.

Comment # 32 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify that the IQRPE’s report will be retained in the unit specific operating record and the
Administrative Record.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. This information is covered by Section 4.9 of the closure plan.

Comment # 33 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Delete any text which states or implies that the waste will be treated as need to meet LDRs.”
Throughout the document, it is unclear as to how the LDRs are to be met and which debris
standards are applicable. Provide details as to the disposal facility, where and how treatment for
LDRs will be performed and storage locations prior to disposal. Identify anticipated waste
treatments types (e.g. Section 4.5.2.3.6).
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Wastes will be disposed of at ERDF as identified in DOE-RL-2015-
51, Rev. 0. Wastes must meet waste acceptance criteria for disposal at ERDF as described in
WCH-191, Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility Waste Acceptance Criteria, Rev. 2.
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=0084183

Comment # 34 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Clarify statement regarding storage of dangerous wastes (e.g., Sections 4.5.2.1.2 & 4.5.2.3) at
Hanford TSD units permitted to operate as container storage areas or a less than 90-day storage
area prior to disposal. The scheduled closure of a RCRA TSD includes its waste disposal. Disposal
be within 180 days unless an extension is granted. Clarify if there is any intent or possibility that
closure activities include waste storage at a RCRA container storage area beyond 180 days.
Furthermore, LDR storage provisions state allowance of storage for only the time necessary for
treatment.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. No waste is anticipated to be stored at a 90-day storage area for
longer than 90 days prior to disposal at ERDF.

Comment # 35 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify if ‘roll-off” containers will be reused and process for their decontamination.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Wastes must meet waste acceptance criteria for disposal at ERDF
as described in WCH-191, Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility Waste Acceptance
Criteria, Rev. 2. Standard operating procedures, though implemented and followed by the ERDF
contractor, are not part of the 207-A SRB Closure Plan.
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=0084183

Comment # 36 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify how the waste profile maybe adjusted. Any new waste codes cannot be assigned without a
modification to the Part A form.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The closure plan has been modified to indicate that any additional
waste codes identified during waste profiling for disposal at ERDF require updating the Part A
form (see Section 4.5.2.3.5).

Comment # 37 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify specific treatments to be used for each anticipated form of demolition wastes. Provide
details as to how and where treatment activities will be conducted.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Disposal and any potential treatments must follow the action
memorandum, DOE/RL-2015-51, Rev. 0, and ERDF disposal criteria as described in WCH-191,
Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility Waste Acceptance Criteria, Rev. 2.
http://pdw.hanford.gov/arpir/index.cfm/viewDoc?accession=0084183
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Comment # 38 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify maximum wind speeds for application of dust fixatives.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. For the 207-A SRB excavated soil management, if soils are not
direct loaded into ERDF containers, soil fixatives and water spraying are anticipated to be used
regardless of wind speed.

Comment # 39 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Section 4.5.16: Delete all text, which states only 3ft of soils will be removed and demolition is
considered complete, and rewrite to state the observational approach will be followed. See
previous comment.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. After removal of three feet of soil beneath the 207-A SRB, grid and
focused sampling will be used to determine if cleanup standards have been met. If exceedances of
cleanup standards are identified, then that additional soil is to be excavated, removed, disposed,
and confirmatory soil sampling is to be completed to assure the cleanup standards have been met.

Comment # 40 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Section 4.5.2.3.7: Edit recordkeeping to clarify compliance with WAC 173-303-380 requirement
and include that these records will be placed in the Administrative Record for the unit. Include
statement that sampling logbooks and sampling data and training records will also be retained in
the unit’s Administrative Record.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Documentation required for closure is covered in Section 4.9 of the
closure plan.

Comment # 41 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.5.4: Include training matrix tables for personnel. Include the minimum training
requirements for all samplers.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. A training matrix was included in the closure plan (see Section
4.5.4).

Comment # 42 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Sections 4.6-4.6.2.8:

Develop a unit-specific QA/QC plan to ensure all information, data, and resulting decisions are
technically sound, statistically valid, and properly documented which includes data verification
criteria such that it can determined whether each individual data element is acceptable for its
intended decision-making purpose. Ensure the QA/QC plan contains a Data Quality Assurance
Plan. Ensure its consistency with Ecology Publication #09-05-007 [Guidance for Preparing Waste
Sampling and Analysis Documents and QA/QC Requirements at Nuclear Waste Sites.

14



Date 10/2016 Response to Comments
Ecology Publication 16-05-015 207-A South Retention Basins

The closure plan must establish specific data acceptance criteria that ensure that data meeting the
criteria will result in closure decisions within an acceptable degree of uncertainty. Data that do not
meet the acceptance criteria must be rejected, even if the Ecology notification and discussion takes
place as described. The quality assurance project plan should also address the circumstance when
the quantity of acceptable data fails to meet the completeness criterion established as part of the
data acceptance tests, and what corrective action is to be taken when the completeness criterion is
not met.

The specific methods, agreements, and procedures to be used must be documented or referenced in
the closure plan. Otherwise, Ecology has no basis to evaluate whether or not data from sampling
conducted “consistent with laboratory agreements, laboratory analytical procedures, and
HASQUARD” are adequate or appropriate to the specific decisions to be made under this closure
plan.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Analytical work will be performed in compliance with the guidance
set forth in the current version of the “Hanford Analytical Services Quality Assurance
Requirements Document” (HASQARD; DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 4).

http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL1-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL2-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL3-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL4-04.pdf.

Analytical methods and procedures will be performed at laboratories that are accredited by the
state of Washington. Section 9.6 of the TPA identifies sampling and analytical requirements.
Analytical data delivery schedules are included in Section 9.6.6 of the TPA. Soil sample locations
and procedures for 207-A SRB closure are discussed in Section 4.6.2 and detailed in Appendix A
(Addendum A) of the draft 207-A SRB Closure Plan.

Comment # 43 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
In the SAP:
Edit to include text to clarify the required documentation of the specific procedures and equipment
that will be used for the proposed treatment, including any sampling and analysis requirements that
may be used to verify successful required treatment of LDR wastes. Clarify that all data-not just
the listed analytes-will be entered into HEIS.

e (Clarify the following area included (edit as necessary) as information to be retained:

e Confirmation records.

e Waste information (e.g. manifest numbers)

e Waste sampling records and associated documentation.

e Laboratory records and associated documentation.

e Documentation regarding waste re-evaluation frequencies.

e Special waste analysis requirement documentation.
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Many of the items listed above would be part of a Waste Analysis
Plan, which the 207-A SRB is not required to have as a closing unit. All necessary sampling and
analytical information required for closure is included in the draft closure plan (see Section 4.6).
“Hanford Environmental Information System” (HEIS) requirements are not part of the 207-A SRB
Closure Plan. However, the Permittees’ do have standard operating procedures, which govern
data entry into HEIS. Access requirements to Hanford data and databases are also identified in
the TPA, Section 9.6.5.

Comment # 44 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit to include immediate (or within 7 days) notification to Ecology of corrective actions applied
to field activities.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Corrective action reports in the 207-A SRB are not corrective
action as defined in WAC 173-303, the corrective action reports identified in Section 4.6.2.7 are
for additional soil removal if exceedances of soil cleanup levels are identified.

Comment # 45 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify if the following are evaluated: The parameters for which each environmental media sample
will be analyzed and the rationale for selecting these parameters and the frequency with which

analysis of a waste will be reviewed, or repeated, to ensure that the analysis is accurate and current.
[WAC 173-303-300(5)(a)]

Clarify if the following are evaluated: Procedures for how non-detects, and any tentatively
identified compounds which may be reported with laboratory analytical results will be assessed
and/or used for decision-making purposes, and to identify any contaminants in addition to those
already identified for which establishment of closure performance standards may be warranted.
[WAC 173-303-300(5)(a)]

Methods of obtaining representative samples of soils for all sampling and analysis, which may be,
required pursuant to WAC 173-303-110 requirements and consistent with the requirements
specified in WAC 173-340-810 and WAC 173-340-820. [WAC 173-303-300(5)(c)]

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Analytical work will be performed in compliance with the guidance
set forth in the current version of the HASOQARD; DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 4.

http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL1-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL2-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL3-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL4-04.pdf

Soil sampling must be conducted as outlined in the draft 207-A SRB Closure Plan (Section 4.6.2)
and per the Permittees’ standard operating procedures.

Comment # 46 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify why closure actions do not include scabbling of all discolored or staining areas identified
on the concrete structure.
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Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. No scabbling is required during closure because all of the
infrastructure will be removed for disposal at ERDF.

Comment # 47 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify that judgmental sampling is equivalent to focus sampling for those areas of concern
identified during the visual inspection.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Focused sampling is distinguished from probability-based (grid)
sampling in that inferences are based on professional judgment (i.e. judgmental sampling), not
statistical scientific theory. Focused sampling and judgmental sampling are considered biased
sampling and therefore cannot be statistically demonstrated to meet the MTCA Method B closure
performance standards (cleanup levels for unrestricted land use) proposed for the 207-A SRB
closure. The decision criteria for the focused sampling results will be a direct comparison to
ensure individual values do not exceed the MTCA Method B clean-closure performance standards
(cleanup levels for unrestricted land use).

Comment # 48 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify which field changes made during sampling are considered unexpected events and how they
are to be dealt with.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The Permittees will notify Ecology if they encounter circumstances
not covered by the Closure Plan. Depending on the nature of the deviation, Ecology will make a
decision to document the changes in the field notebooks covering the closure activities and in the
closure certification package, or will require a permit modification. Ecology will be notified of all
changes requiring deviation from the Sampling and Analysis Plan (SAP) in the Closure Plan.

Comment # 49 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify what are ‘established sampling practices,” etc as discussed in Section 4.6.2.1

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. “Established sampling practices” refers to the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) accepted methods.

Comment # 50 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify what is meant by “all wastes (including unexpected wastes) generated by sampling
activities will be managed in accordance with applicable regulations” (Section 4.6.2.1).

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The closure plan has been revised to replace “applicable
regulations” with more specific details in Section 4.6.2.1.

Comment # 51 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify in Section 4.6.2.1 that subsurface sampling is not deemed necessary at this point in time.
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Based on soil sampling results from 2003, taken to 15 feet below
ground surface, a release does not appear to have occurred. If closure sampling confirms no
releases or detectable contamination above the MTCA Method B cleanup standards in the Closure
Plan, no additional sampling at 207-A SRB for dangerous waste would be anticipated in the
future. However, future soil sampling for dangerous waste related to closure of piping not
included as part of the 207-A SRB closure, but adjacent to the unit, or radiological sampling
within the 207-A SRB unit boundary, are possible future activities.

Comment # 52 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Clarify the process for removal of soils surrounding the ‘node location.” Confirm that the
observational approach will be applied to the vertical and lateral extent of contamination above
clean closure levels.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment The Permittees are using the “Visual Sampling Plan” (VSP) to
determine sampling locations. If statistical sampling is selected, the VSP generates a grid based
on input specific to the area to be sampled. The term “node location” is the sampling location
generated by VSP and corresponds to the point(s) in the grid identified as locations to collect
samples. Samples are to be collected consistent with HASQARD, DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 4, the
closure plan, and according to the permittees sampling procedures.
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL1-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL2-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL3-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL4-04.pdf

Comment # 53 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify and ensure that concept regarding “document version control” is through the permit
modification process, not a non-specific administrative document control process.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Ecology has configuration control of the Hanford Site-wide Permit
and documents submitted are managed through the permit modification process.

Comment # 54 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify what is meant by “sampling will be performed in accordance with established sampling
practices.”

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Established sampling practices for sampling refers to EPA accepted
methods, included in the WAC 173-303 and WAC 173-340 regulations by reference.

Comment # 55 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Clarify that should a target analyte be detected at or above clean closure levels but less than the
PQL or the analytical method, the lab will be asked to evaluate and lower the PQL.
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. As proposed in the closure plan, PQLs anticipated to be used by the
analytical laboratory for analytes in soil sampled are less than potential cleanup levels for closure
of the 207-A SRB.

Comment # 56 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Provide references to generalized internal work requirements and processes.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Analytical laboratory procedures must be consistent with
HASQARD, DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 4
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL1-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL2-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL3-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL4-04.pdf

and requirements in WAC 173-303-610(2) and WAC 173-340-700 through -760, excluding 173-
340-745.

Comment # 57 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Identify the percentage of data to be validated.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. The percentage of data to be evaluated is 5%, as indicated in
Section 4.6.2.5 of the closure plan.

Comment # 58 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit Table 5 schedule to provide the time required for intervening closure activities.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Table 6 in the closure plan schedule provides sufficient detail for
the planned activities.

Comment # 59 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Section 4.9:

More details are needed for clarification that the information will be documented in the Hanford
Facility Operating Records and maintained until final closure of the facility including completion
of any required post closure care or corrective action

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The certified IORPE evaluation must be approved by Ecology in
order to close the unit group. Determinations by Ecology submitted to the USDOE are maintained
in the unit group operating record and the Administrative Record.

Comment # 60 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Include results of data reviews as part of the minimum information to be placed in the
Administrative record to support closure certification and Ecology determinations.
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Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Data validation and compliance with cleanup levels is part of the
certified IORPE evaluation, which must be approved by Ecology in order to close the unit group.
Determinations by Ecology submitted to USDOE are maintained in the unit group operating
record and the Administrative Record.

Comment # 61 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit to clarify there is no anticipated future use of the 207-A SBR Area.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Once the unit is clean closed, there may be additional non-
dangerous waste cleanup activities needed. Therefore, the 207-A SRB unit area is anticipated to
remain restored consistent with WAC 173-303-610(2)(a)(iii) after backfilling until all cleanup
actions are complete.

Comment # 62 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Attachment #2:
YN requests review and inclusion of the following text in the development of a QA/QC Plan:

A quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) plan, or equivalent, to document all monitoring
procedures to ensure that all information, data, and resulting decisions are technically sound,
statistically valid, and properly documented. Each QA/QC plan shall include, or contain a
reference to another document, which will be used and includes, the elements as defined.

Each QA/QC plan shall contain a Data Quality Assurance Plan that includes the following:
e Data Collection Strategy section including, but not limited to, the following:

e A description of the intended uses for the data, and the necessary level of precision and
accuracy for those intended uses; and,

e A description of methods and procedures to be used to assess the precision, accuracy, and
completeness of the measurement data;

e Sampling section that shall include or describe, and reference or cite:

e C(riteria for selecting appropriate sampling locations, depths, etc., or identification and
justification of sample collection;

e Sampling methods including the identification of sampling equipment and a description of
decontamination procedures to be used;

e C(riteria for providing a statistically sufficient number of samples as defined in EPA
guidance, or criteria for determining a technically sufficient number of measurements to
meet the needs of the project as determined through the Data Quality Objective (DQO)
planning process;

e Methods for, or specification of, measuring all necessary ancillary data;

e (Criteria for establishing, or specification of, which parameters are to be measured at each
sample collection point, and the frequency that each parameter is to be measured;
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e Criteria for, or specification of, identifying the type of sampling (e.g., discrete), and
number of samples to be collected;

e C(riteria for, or specification of, measures to be taken to prevent contamination of the
sampling equipment and cross contamination between sampling points;

e Methods and documentation of field sampling operations and procedure descriptions, as
appropriate, including:

e Procedure descriptions and forms for recording the exact location, sampling conditions,
sampling equipment, and visual condition of samples;

e (alibration of field devices (as applicable);

e (Collection of replicate samples;

e Submission of field-biased blanks, where appropriate;

e Potential interferences present at the facility;

¢ Field equipment listing and sample containers;

e Sampling order; and,

e Descriptions of decontamination procedures.

e Selection of appropriate sample containers, as applicable;

e Sample preservation methods, as applicable; and,

e Chain-of-custody procedure descriptions as applicable, including:

e Standardized field tracking reporting forms to establish sample custody in the field prior to,
and during shipment, and,

e Pre-prepared sample labels containing all information necessary for effective sample
tracking, except where such information is generated in the field, in which case, blank
spaces shall be provided on the pre-prepared sampling label.

e Certification that all samples obtained for analysis will be delivered to a responsible person,
at the recipient laboratory, who is authorized to sign for incoming field samples, obtain
document of shipment, and verify the data entered onto the sample custody records;

e Provision for a laboratory sample custody log; and,

e Specification of chain-of-custody procedures or sample handling, storage, and
disbursement for analysis.

e Sample storage procedure descriptions and storage times;
e Sample preparation methods;

e Descriptions of analytical procedures, including;

e Scope and application of the procedure;

e Sample matrix;
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Potential interferences;

Precision and accuracy of the methodology; and,
Method detection limits.

Descriptions of calibration procedures and frequency;
Data reduction, validation, and reporting;

Internal laboratory quality control checks, laboratory performance, and systems audits and
frequency, include:

Method blank(s);

Laboratory control sample(s);
Calibration check sample(s);
Replicate sample(s);
Matrix-spiked sample(s);
“Blind” quality control;
Control charts;

Surrogate samples;

Each QA/QC plan shall include a Data Management Plan, or equivalent, to document and
track data and results. [WAC 173-303-380(1)(f)]. This plan shall identify and establish data
documentation materials and procedures, project or unit file requirements, and project-
related progress reporting procedures and documents. The storage location for the raw data
shall be identified. The plan shall also provide the format to be used to record and, for
projects, present the validated and invalidated data and conclusions.

The Data Management Plan shall include the following as applicable:
A data record including the following:
Unique sample or field measurement code;

Sampling or field measurement location including surveyed horizontal coordinates and
elevation of the sample location, and sample or measurement type;

Sampling or field measurement raw data;

Laboratory analysis identification (ID) number;

Result of analysis (e.g., concentration);

Tabular displays, as appropriate, illustrating:

Unsorted validated and invalidated data;

Results for each medium and each constituent monitored;

Data reduction for statistical analysis;
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e Sorting of data by potential stratification factors (e.g., location, soil layer, topography); and,
e Summary data.

e Graphical displays (e.g., bar graphs, line graphs, area or plan maps, isopleth plots, cross-
sectional plots or transects, three dimensional graphs, etc.), as appropriate, presenting the
following:

e Displays of sampling location and sampling grid;

e Identification of boundaries of sampling area and areas where more data is required;
e Displays of concentrations of contamination at each sampling location;

e Displays of geographical extent of contamination;

e Aecrial and vertical displays of contamination concentrations, concentration averages, and
concentration maxima, including isoconcentration maps for contaminants found in
environmental media at the Facility;

e [llustrations of changes in concentration in relation to distance from the source, time, depth,
or other parameters;

e Identification of features affecting intramedia transport and identification of potential
receptors.

QA personnel and technical experts evaluate the laboratory through onsite observations and/or
reviews of the following documentation: copies of the QA/QC documents; records of
surveillance/inspections; audits; non-conformances, and corrective actions. The 276-BA Organic
Storage Area TK-ISO East operating organization ensures independent organization; QA personnel
and technical experts and qualified to perform these evaluations.

The overriding goal of the analytical program is to support the accurate designation of waste
and/or demonstrate compliance to LDR standards. The certified laboratory QA/QC programs will
be designed to meet the following objectives:

Minimize errors. Errors may be introduced during preparative, analytical, and/or reporting phases
of work. QC program elements include analyses of samples in accordance with procedures.

The designation of waste relies on a combination of Knowledge, historical data, and additional
analytical data. Laboratory QA/QC programs ensure accurate, precise, reliable, and reproducible
data.

Key QA program elements are designed to provide objective evidence that waste analysis methods
meet the performance specifications. QA activities and implementation responsibilities are as
follows:

e Activity based laboratory inspections. Inspections will be performed by trained operating
unit operating personnel. Inspections verify that specific guidelines, specification, and
procedures for the activities are completed successfully.

e Laboratory analyses. Analyses will be performed by onsite or offsite laboratories on
samples of waste using procedures identified in Table 3.
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e Development of inspection checklists. Checklists are required for laboratory inspections
and are designed to ensure that the inspected activity is consistently addressed. Checklists
will be completed during the inspection to document results.

e Instrument calibration and calibration verification. These activities are performed by the
laboratory and are required for ensuring data of known accuracy and precision. Calibration
data will be maintained and stored to ensure traceability to reported results.

e Laboratory QA/QC inspection results and instrumental calibrations will be documented in
the unit-specific Administrative Record files.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Analytical work will be performed in compliance with the guidance
set forth in the HASOQARD,; DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 4.
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL1-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL2-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL3-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL4-04.pdf

Analytical methods and procedures will be performed at laboratories that are accredited by the
state of Washington.

Section 9.6 of the TPA identifies sampling and analytical requirements. Analytical data delivery
schedules are included in section 9.6.6 of the TPA. Soil sample locations and procedures for
207-A SRB closure are discussed in Section 4.6.2 and detailed in Appendix A of the draft Closure
Plan.

Comment # 63 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Laboratory Quality Assurance/Quality Control

All analytical work will be defined and controlled by a statement of work or work order. These
authorization documents will include QA/QC performance requirements. Samples will be handled
according to controlled laboratory procedures. The accuracy, precision, and limitations of the
analytical data are evaluated through QC performance parameters.

The unit group’s operating organization will conduct review analyses to determine completeness of
information and whether waste meets the acceptance criteria for treatment, storage, or disposal at
one of the Hanford Facility TSD units or those of a chosen offsite TSD facility.

Data Assessment

Data used for decision making will be scientifically sound, of known quality, and thoroughly
documented. Data will be assessed to determine compliance with the following:

Precision — The overall precision will be the agreement among the collected samples (duplicates)
for the same parameters, at the same location, subjected to the same preparative and analytical
techniques. Analytical precision will be the agreement among individual test portions taken from
the same sample, for the same parameters, subjected to the same preparative and analytical
techniques.

Accuracy — Accuracy of the measurement system will be evaluated by using QA samples,
including certified standards, in-house standards, and proficiency testing samples.
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Representativeness — Representativeness addresses the degree to which the data accurately and
precisely represent a real characterization of the waste stream, parameter variation at a sampling
point, sampling conditions and the environmental conditions at the time of sampling. The issue of
representativeness is addressed for the following points:

e Based on the generating process, the waste stream, and its volume, there is an adequate
number of sampling locations selected;

e The representativeness of selected media has been defined accurately;
e The sampling and analytical methodologies as defined in Table 3;

e The environmental conditions at the time of sampling will be documented in accordance
with recordkeeping requirements.

Completeness — Completeness is the amount of usable data obtained from a measurement system
compared to the total amount of data requested. The degree of completeness required for decision
making must be defined in the statement of work or work order.

Comparability — Comparability is the confidence with which one data set can be compared to
another. When comparability of data sets is a defined basis for decision making, the confidence
level requirement must be specified in the statement of work or work order.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Analytical work will be performed in compliance with the guidance
set forth in the current version of the HASQARD,; DOE/RL-96-68, Rev. 4.
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL1-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL2-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL3-04.pdf
http://www.hanford.gov/files.cfm/DOE-RL-96-68-VOL4-04.pdf

Analytical methods and procedures will be performed at laboratories that are accredited by the
state of Washington.

Section 9.6 of the TPA identifies sampling and analytical requirements. Analytical data delivery
schedules are included in section 9.6.6 of the TPA. Soil sample locations and procedures for
207-A SRB closure are discussed in Section 4.6.2 and detailed in Appendix A of the draft Closure
Plan.

Comment # 64 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Attachment #3:

YN ERWM PROGRAM (YN) comments (and requests) on the Class 3 Modification to the
Hanford Site RCRA Permit for closure of the 207-A South Retention Basin Permit
Conditions

Introduction: While not enforceable, the introduction should present the relevant facts of unit
operations and closure activities, please provide more details to include the following as well as
definitions and application of all acronym terms.

e (Clarify to include that 242-A Evaporator waste stream was from the DST.
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¢ Include explanation of temporary authorization as the work was performed under this
decision.

e Explain briefly the MTCA and SEPA processes.

e Explain the waste acceptance criteria at the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility or
other RCRA permitted facility and the process for disposal of cleanup waste-streams

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. The current format of the Permit Conditions for permit
modifications of the Hanford Site-wide Permit does not include an introduction. The requested
processes are described elsewhere in this document and/or the 207-SRB Closure Plan.

Comment # 65 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Conditions:

V.5.A: Edit to include Please include Attachment 9, Permit Matrix within Condition (or include
unit specific requirements relative to Attachment 9) permit condition or somewhere within the
Closure Plan.

It is impossible for the public to make an informed decision as to whether Ecology has all the
conditions necessary to protect human health and the environment without reviewing Attachment
9. Furthermore, this attachment is not listed on the Ecology public comment website for review of
this permit modification. The public should not have to search the Ecology website to find a
document listed as a major component of a RCRA permit.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Attachment 9, in the Hanford Site-wide Permit, Revision 8c, is not
being re-opened for public comment during this 207-A SRB Class 3 permit modification.
Attachment 9 of the Hanford Site-wide Permit, Revision 8c, was made available for public
comment from December 28, 2015 to February 13, 2016. The website version of Attachment 9 is
intended to be the most up to date version.
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/nwp/permitting/hdwp/rev/8c/index. html

Comment # 66 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Conditions V.5.B.3 thru 5 are rather straight forward, however, it is unclear how Condition
V.5.B.2 is even enforceable. There is no established schedule within the SAP or Addendum A to
complete sampling or to submit a Data Analysis Report. How the permittee can possibly submit
this report within 30 days of this permit modification? For what purpose is revised sampling
required (it is not clear within this condition)? Furthermore Condition V.5.B.4 seems to conflict
with what is required under Condition V.5.B.2. Has the final laboratory report already been
completed? A Type of final laboratory analytical report is somewhat mentioned within the SAP.
Addendum A-page A.6 lines 3-7 do vaguely discuss conclusions, etc. but nothing establishes a
schedule or Data Analysis Report for Ecology review.

Ecology Response:

Thank you for your comment. As part of the preparations for evaluating clean closure, the
Permittees must perform statistical evaluations of their grid sampling data. This permit condition
was designed to ensure that the Permittees input the sampling analytical data back into the VSP to
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determine if the null hypothesis was accepted or rejected, as the program requires. After receiving
their final analytical data reports, the Permittees have 30 days to run this program in VSP and
submit the unaltered report to Ecology. The report becomes part of their evaluation of clean
closure data, and if the sampling met the clean closure standards. This step must occur before the
Permittees can finish evaluating their data to determine if clean closure was achieved.

Comment # 67 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit Condition V.5.B.2 to clearly state the following points:

e The observational approach to cleanup and sampling will be followed unless Condition
V.5.B.5 is deemed to apply. (Note: Additionally, edit the SAP and Addendum A to also
reflect the observational sampling approach.)

e Ecology may require additional sampling and/or investigation after the Permittees
implement the approved Sampling and Analysis Plan if Ecology determines that the
sampling and analyses have not adequately demonstrated whether clean closure has been
achieved. Such a requirement will be implemented pursuant to WAC 173-303-830(3).
Additional sampling and analysis may be required for the following reasons;

e Specialized sample collection or analytical techniques are required to ensure adequate
quantitation limits for chemical constituents; or

e Results indicate the need to analyze for additional constituents at certain locations; or

e Other reasons indicate the Sampling and Analysis Plan has not adequately demonstrated
whether clean closure has been achieved.

e The Permittee will submit to Ecology a Data Analysis Report for review and determination
as to whether additional sampling is required.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Grid (statistical) and focused (judgmental) sampling, as well as
excavation of soils with exceedances, are addressed in the closure plan. The “Data Analysis
Report” expectations are described in Permit Condition V.5.B.2, to ensure the Permittees follow
the requirements for the use of the VSP in their closure plan.

Comment # 68 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Edit Permit Condition V.5.3 to clarify use of an AOC and applicable storage and sampling
requirements per WAC 173-303-200. As written, it does not appear to be consistent with what is
indicated within the Closure Plan. Additionally, sampling of an AOC must also confirm no
exceedances of closure cleanup levels or additional closure action must be performed. Edit to
reflect need for sampling of AOC. YN requests that there be no soils placed outside the cells but
directly into ERDF containers. YN request that no bulk containers or 55 gallon drums be
stored/staged adjacent to the basin.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Permit Condition V.5.B.3 requires additional soil sampling if a
temporary loading stockpile is used. The closure plan describes the requirements for excavating
soils, which demonstrate an exceedance of the cleanup levels.
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Comment #69 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit Permit Conditions V.5.B.4 and V.5.B.5 to clearly reflect the following:

e The Permittees shall submit a contingent plan and post-Closure Plan for complying with
WAC 173-303-610(8), 173-303-650(6) (c) (i) (A) and -650(6) (c) (i) (B) in the event that
the removal and/or decontamination standards of WAC 173-303-650(6) (a) (i) cannot be
achieved.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Permit Condition V.5.B.5 will be revised to include the contingent
plan.

Comment # 70 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Condition V.5.B.6: Closure Performance Standards: The performance standards for soils based
on the most stringent (lowest) of:

e Direct contact consistent with WAC 173-340-740(3)

e Soil concentrations to protect groundwater: derived using WAC 173-340-747(4) (with an
exception of modified method B for hexavalent chromium using a Kd value of 0.).

e Protection of ecological receptors achieved through one of the following methods:
1. Excavation of contaminated soil to a minimum of 15 feet below ground surface, or

2. Excavation of contaminated soil such that residual soil concentrations do not exceed
ecological screening levels listed in WAC 173-340-900 (Table 749-3), or

3. A site-specific demonstration that remedial standards eliminate threats to ecological
receptors.

Should there be changes in MTCA prior to closure, there will be no ‘back-sliding’ to less
stringent cleanup levels.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Table 4 in Section 4.6.2.2 of the 207-A SRB Closure Plan was
modified to include the more stringent MTCA Method B soil protective of groundwater cleanup
levels for unrestricted land use. Other aspects of this comment are addressed in other responses in
this document. Permit Condition V.5.B.1 requires that the 207-A SRB Closure Plan be followed.
No changes are proposed to be made to the Permit Conditions.

Comment # 71 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Condition V.5.B.7: Deviations from TSD unit closure plan required by unforeseen circumstances
encountered during closure activities shall be documented in the TSD unit-specific Operating
Record, and Ecology shall be notified within seven (7 days). Ecology shall be notified of the
necessity to change the closure plan in accordance with WAC 173-303-830. Ecology must approve
the modification prior to instigation of any actions.

Ecology response:
Thank you for your comment. Closure plan modification is discussed in Section 4.7, and is
incorporated into the Permit Conditions via Permit Condition V.5.B.1.
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Comment # 72 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:

Condition V.5.B.8: Backfilling locations disturbed by excavation of contaminated soil will be re-
contoured in a manner that would support establishment of native plant communities and promote
the aesthetic integrity of the landscape.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. WAC 173-303-610(2)(a)(iii), which “returns the land to the
appearance and use of surrounding land areas to the degree possible given the nature of the
previous dangerous waste activity” is cited in Section 4.3 of the Closure Plan, and incorporated
into the Permit Conditions via Permit Condition V.5.B.1. No additional permit conditions are
proposed. The 207-A SRB unit area is anticipated to remain consistent with the above referenced
citation after backfilling until all cleanup actions are complete.

Comment # 73 from Russell Jim, Yakama Nation, dated June 23, 2016:
Edit to include new Permit Conditions for:

e Compliance with WAC 173-303-395 requirements as well as WAC 173-303-630
requirements with any on-site storage.

e Compliance to meet WAC 173-303-140 (LDRs). YN requests also request additional
information regarding application of debris standards, etc within Introduction section and
Closure Plan.

Ecology response:

Thank you for your comment. Container staging in less than 90 day temporary accumulation
areas and transport to and management at ERDF is covered by the closure plan. Land disposal
restrictions are not required if the unit group clean closes. LDRs at ERDF are incorporated as an
ARAR in the action memorandum. Permit Condition V.5.B.5 requires the Permittees to submit a
Post-Closure Plan if 207-A SRB cannot clean close. WAC 173-303-610(2)(a)(iii), which states
“returns the land to the appearance and use of surrounding land areas to the degree possible
given the nature of the previous dangerous waste activity” is also cited in Section 4.3 of the 207-A
SRB Closure Plan. No additional permit conditions are proposed.
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Public notices for this comment period:

1. Public notice (focus sheet)
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orograms of the Departmant of Transpor-
1ation issued pursuant to such Act, here
by notifies all bidders that T will atfirma-
tively nsure that in any eantract enlamad
Into pursbiani to this advertisemert, dis
advantaged business enierprizes as do-
fined at 49 CFR Parl 26 will be sfforded
{141 uppartunty to submit vios i re-
sponsé Lo Tis irvitatian and will nat by
disorivinated against on the grouncs of
race, color, pational ﬂr\yn of sex in con-
sideration for an awan.

§2435431 05!08&05/15,’20!.3

PORT OF KENNEWICK and CITY OF
KENNEWICK

Columbla Gardens Urban Wine &
Artisan Viilage

Seoundbreaking Event

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
that the Por of Kennewick ana Cry of
Kennewick will hoid & groundbreaking
svenl to celsbrate the initiztion of can-
struction of the Columbia Gardens Urban
viine & Artisan Vilage on Morcay,May
9,2016 at 11:00 a.m. ot lhe site of
the futune wine village, 421 E Columbia
Drive oh I.h! Columbia River inl=ror
near the Cable Bridge
and dinctly across U e from 7ip's,
i historic downlivan Kennewick,
Washington.

The public i welcoms and encouraged
o alttend. For more nformation,
please conlact Pa'i af Kennewick
2ti5089) 586-11.
#2429815 06/05& 05/08/2018
INVITATION FOR BID
PORT OF BENTON - RICHLAND

Sazled propasals will be ecened for the
Gircle Arem Hanger Taxllanes orojecl, i
dressar to the Port of Benlon. Richiand
Airoert, 3250 Port of Senten Blud., Rich-
1a1d WA 99354 until 11:30 am local Tme
on June 1, 2016 and then wil be publicly
opened &4 read. Bids recoived atter Lin
Lime flxord far the opening wil not be con-
afnpred.
A predid (eeting with optianal tour of
praject site wil he hdd at the Porl of Ben
lM 3250 Porl o] * Bid... Richl
9935&.-‘-‘.100(‘&" focal May
24, 2016 for those Interesied gontrac
tars, subconiractors, and suppliers. Inter-
asted goriractors are encoursged to At
lenc.
The project consists of, bul 1s not limiteg
to developing aporeximately 20,000 SY of
hangar taxilanes and aprons at the Rich
land Airgort, Richland, WA, Work includes
asphall pavament renuwa. obstruction
removal, ciem-e al N5, BRCAVA.
tlon and grad sd:g-uue prepamion,
Placaimdnt g0 (_szh:d bese
course, hitUrinous. penement. surfaging,
Biluminous pavement fepair, pavemant
markirgs. Irigaton modificatons, and
gmes flencing: Utifity work includes relo-
ceting and nstaling new mﬂmg.unrn
power, weter. sarilary sewer and tele
phone wtilities.
Looal Pian Cenlers have been rofified
and may have epsoifications, inciuding
hm orms and cotlmdt documents, avall-

Dumes may be oblaifea at the office of 1
LB ENGINEERS, inc., located at 2810 W,
Cleanvater hve . Sle, 201, Keanewiok,
WA 89338, upan payment of $50.00 far
aach sel, which is nonrefuncable.
Plans and Specifeslions will aisa be
owaBable o (e HU-B FTP sije. Directions
to the FTP site are lrtuded below. . Biiy
will_only be acc rom_registarad
planhoiders who havc purchased a set of
Plans and Conbaot Documents from U8
ENGINEERS, Inc. All addenda will lso be
piacad on the FIP site.
To access |-U-B's fip site:
NB‘.’Lgth :u The fallowing URL:

ftpju

Usm’: R\:HB"I!

Pass: Airport (case sensllvel

Each nid must be acoorpanicd by & centi-
fied check, cash. cashier's check, or bid
bond iy an amount not lnss than 5% of

BT T E W

Federal” Davis-Hacen, and related ects
Payments to the Conbractor will not made
unless Intent to Brevailing Wagps
have been fiied and approved for the
Prime Contactor and all subcontraclors.
Fach bicder shall furnish the Statament
of Biddes FrPQu-.Hflcai-uns 10 the OWN-
ER with sat sfactory evilanee of ls corm-
getancy 1o perform 1he wars cortamplat-
ed with U dia.
The Port of Benlon reserves the right to
mject any and all proposals, waive o
informeliies, or irregulsritles, postpone
Ihe award of the Contract for a perled ot
10 excsed One Hundred Twenty (120}
days, and accept the ploposal that is in
ihe best imteresl of the Porl of Banton
The award of the Bid is contingent upon
the approval of Federa (unding.
2437459 05,08 & 05/15/2016

INVITATION FOR BID:
PORT OF BENTON

RICHLAND AIRPORT - PAVEMENT
REHABILITATION PROJECT
Sealed proposals will e received for the
Pawement Rehabnma!mn project, ad-
dressed to the of Ba L R r.hlanﬁ
Airport, 3250 Port nl Berion S R
Tand WA 99354 unt! 11:00 am lucy
on Juas 1, 2018, and then wil be pUchIy
opsned and ead. Bids roeewved afler tho
tirz Fxad #ar the paning will not 82 con
nue

G0t fmesting wih opbonial lobr of
pr roject site will be heid at the Port of Ben:
ton, 3250 Port of Barion Blue., Richland
WA 99354, gt &00 am, looal Time Vay

4, 2016 for these Interested conirac-
m subcentraziars, and supoliers,
asted conlaciors are entouragead to st

terd.

The project consists of, byt is not limited
to rehahilitation el (apair of varous air
“iald pavement arens ot the Richiang Air
pert, Richland, WA, ok will include
pavrn: marking reval, erack seal
ing, senl coating, -a\knasph-lll pavamert

repailr, aapl of paveman s
on wa\&d airport pavamants and relatad
work, Pavaments Lo bo rehabilitated n-
cluce Rurways: 1-19 and 8:20; Taxiweys
4 B, Cand O and East Hangar Texllsnes
Aprons: TBO and Circle Area Aprons.
Local Piar Centers have N nobfes
end may have sgeuifications. Inclkiding
bic forms and contract dacuments, aval:
abl far gxaminatior.

mmesmaybe obtainad at the office o' J
U ENGINEERS, in..:. ocated at 2810 W

K

Ciea m Ave., e

WA 99336, upan payn:cm a7 $50.00 fat
2ach set, which is nor-refundabie.

Plans snd Specifications wiil_ also he
auallatic on the U8 FTF site. Dirsclions
i the F!'P sile are includes Delow 3
wil_onl accepted from regisieved
plﬁmnmms wha haye. gurchased & set af
Pians and Contraet Documents fom U8
ENGINEERS, Inc. All sddenda will 2150 be
placed on the FTP site,

To access JUE's fip site:
Nevigate. W the folkweng
fip.jub.cam

User: Righiard

Fa550 Altport (oase sonsitive)
Each bid muewoamompamed by o certh
fied chueck, cash, cashic’s check. or bid
bad In an amount not less than 5% of
the total bid,

CIVIL RIGHTS - TITLE V|

The Part of Benten in accordanca with the
umlswnsof'mu.aw M 1nc Civil mg\bs Aot
of 1984 (78 Stat. 252, 42 US.0, §§

zaoau 10 200004} unu e Reguiations,
hesety notfies all biodess tat itwil afir
matively @nsure that ary contract antered
into pursuant to tals advertisement, ois
advantaged business enterprses wll\ bs
afforced ull and fair spperidnity to

mit bids n respunsero this mitaﬂm

wil not be discrimineted against on the

URL:

8in In the award o1 performance of 19is
partici

4100 P 10 te. lt.rlo\-\'irg

cortracl, The Ownar
petion by ail firmy wualifying uncer this
Sclicitation regard'ess of busingss aize o
aenership.

All toruired Federsl Clanses inclucing the
lzbor provisions, anc ws rgles ae in-
cluded in the specifications and bid docu-
mienls. Each bidger must supply gl of e
information required by the bid docu-
ments and speciiicalions

This project ncludes Faderml ftunds and is
sugject to the wage povisions of the |
Washington State Public Works | aws,
Fedem) Cavis-Bagon, and related acts
Paymerts 1o she Contraclor wil not made
uniess It fo Pay Prewsiling Wages
hawo been fied and spproved for the
Prime Conlractar and @l subgoptraciors.
Egeh bidder shall furnish the Stalement
of Ridders Pre-Qualifications Lo the GWN
ER wilh satisfactory evicence of his com-
pelency =0 aemw\ he work contemoiat
e with tha

Port of 5 dn equa

raceived allar
Tanuary 25, 045 4008 wil not be
accepted. Vendars nlust submil one
original with signatures. two Gones, ard

one electronic version of the RFP fo the
following eddress:

Jon Stucke
IT Dirs
Wit Coumbis | mm.es

405 S Daylon ST

Kennewick, WA 93338
Istuckel@midcoly mbialibrarigs.og

Pre-Submittal Questions
Questions may 58 submilied o Mid
Columbia Librades by Dec 29, 2014 vis
Al o emal;
Mia Columbra Linmades.

re-Submitral Questions
Jon Stughel, 11 Director

Daylon St, Kemmewack, wa G9338
| jstuckel®m goolubialibares.og
#2429932 05/08/2046

ane ¢ mrr-mm-e action employer. Smiall,

minorty, weleran, ond  womenowned

Eysln:sses are ercogrsded o mubmT

HOS.

rhc Part of Serlon resswves the nght to
vect ary and all proposals, wal

mmmn\lnes or m,gmarmes posipone

the award af ihe Gontract for & i

to exceed One Hundred Twspty (120)

days, and =ocesl the prososal (hat is in

the beel irtarest of the Pac of De

The award cf the Bl e mmrgem wpon

tha approva of Fegeral fundrig,

2437302 5/8 & 5/16/2016

MEETING NOTICE

Tussday May 10 Bertan Iriaation

Distict is having & Board of Drécion

meet g 2t 2:00°M @ e Benton

Irgation Districl oifive A% 47506

H\g*w_lam fd: The meeting is open
the

¥2433745 05708 & 05/05/2015

MEETING NOTICE

e Bonton Irrgalion
a Board of Direttors
omu at ihe Banton

office at 47506
mq land ﬁls The mey-u—g isepen
‘o the pubic.
#2733784 05/08 & 05/09/2016

iianday May 23.
Distriet is having.
mES'."‘LaI

ORDINANCE NO 2016
ORDI\)A.\‘KZ‘E HNO. 20-26 AN CRDINANCE
af the u7 Richland amending Richilad

Mnulrmal Code itk 23: Zonirg
Regulations, amending sufer standards
hetween the C-1 Neightiothond Reldil
£ and single iy resider(ial 7ores.
nce elfectivo the day foliowing iis
publicatinn. Ordina ot
City Clerk's Ocfiee, 375 Georgde
Washlngton Way, Richland, WA 09352
or (508} 9427388,
#2433513 05/08/2016

T ORDINANCE hO 2118

GROINANCE HO, 24-16 AN CRDINANCE

of the City o Richand relating 1o land

use, zoning classfications and

by amending Title 23; Zoning negu umms

of the Richiars Municipsl Code

Official Zoring Map of tne City m

aminding Sectional Mao Ho. 15 sa

a5 ta changa 1he 20MIng ori .4 acres

fram Medidm Density Rosidential (R2)

1o Madiutn Density Residential Small Lol

{R2-8), contingent upon the recording

o a properly esscuted, defvered and

Property Use ard Development:

gement. Said propety is localed at

1526 Luthef Placa {Luther Senior

Certer), Ordinance effectve the usy

following its publication. Ordinancd

Clerk’s Office, &

erounds of race, color, or national orign | & Mstmm e m:{w th'w v;’:
a{\hconamnratéorx tor an awml'd 4 995?":‘,3595)
e proposed contract is also under ang
suujm 10 the following tederal L ikl 05"“"2015
Affirmative Action. Request for proposal for wan and
C-wen-ml-mcln Dahamml sl Internet connoctivity

. Guwr;-mamwda Hewlmmma for
9 Workplace
Foreign Trado Rulm:huns
Buy Amercal

> n
s uimmga-auslnm Enterpriss
Por ot B R ‘.m‘”.gf""'?n"
al nton is 4r apportunty
- and sl native. getion ) p‘rh

Full details san pe found at

Urpose
Mid-Columbia Ligrarnes |s accepting com.
nmnlwmusa(a for s conlract to pur:

PRI uscampanne sﬁrvlces 8l
1320 W Hopkins, Pasco, WA

Frankiin County ks sallciting
proposals for Bonofits Plan
ant service.

Request for Proposal specilications

can be obrained *rom: Frarkfin County

Hlman Resouons, 018 North 1))
29301;

X AU/
Al proposals mm be ir @ sealad
wivelope and clairly marsed * RFP
Franklin Cwmy ﬁerefns Plan
Consuimnt”, No faxed, emaied, or
telaphons oruposnis will be aue pted.
All propsesls shall be reoaines by 3.00
£ {PST)on Moy 20. 2016
Pmuu,al: shauid ba. prepared i
simple siraightforward rmanner will
coricisn deserplion 6f cepakiities o
9nrlm the requirernents of Uie ieguest.
Emphasis shaula be on complateress
anu clarity of content.
#2415117 04729, 0430, & 05/01,
08/08, 05/07 & 05/08/2016

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

P..‘J\Sh TmE uc.an (rar

et @ patition
EMH‘ S“ 2.,1_6 OUE)] mque@t ng & spacia
jenit te locsts an fuite sales lol in a CL
zoning district,

lLogai: Lots 25-30, Block 15
Gerys Avditian
Gereral Locatior
Pasen, WA S04

EFORE, LET ALL CONGERNEL TAKE
’\OTIC.{ thal & Public Hm’ln; will ba nein
by the Planning Commissionof {he Cily
Pasuo. Washington, \> e Cily Council
Chimbers. Pascn City Hall, 525 North 3rg
Avenue al the haur of 7:00 p.m., Thurs-
day, May 13 2016, sa that all cohverad
mnay agpear and present sny objections
or supgorl for e propasad special per-
mit.

(09 W Lewis SL.,

Stata law permits #0lY one uger feeand
b\lu]g_rm Emalwr I: ML
a

I'nﬂ |Sﬁ|£ For nﬂdﬂﬂ'\al info rlnmm,
please contact the Faseo City Plonner &t
ADVERTISEMENT FOR BID

Paisco Schiool Distriet #1
2038 ik Baing Frokccta
Pasm

The szm School Dist

1909] 5453441,

Devid I. Mehanald

Plannig Commission Seeratary
Pasco, Washinglog

#2434064 55_.‘03 & 05/15/2016

Tne .5, Deparment of Energy afiv 1S,
Ervimonmental Srotection Agency agree,
and the Wieishing!on State Bepartmant of
Ecoiogy coneury, e waste sita
s

froach for stoifier was'e Site 10 the Hean-
fopd 260 drea Record of Decision (ROD;,
Thase chane s am documented (n &r Ex-
Pl -IT'r:d'n[ [ifiarances (ESD
. BaiieRT eae)

o and ressa.’c?’h

Loy of the.

urder the Comptehencive Enviramental
RAnsponse, Comaansation, and Liabilty
Aot of 1980 (CERCLA) in Em"nrduﬂﬂe
with the Hanford Si 00 Ared ROD

o1 30072 and 300 40 ROD for
30C-F~1 (EPA 2013, referred fo o5 the.
300 Area Pl Action ROD. e changss.
documestsi i1 the ESD sra;

of v

Tncrrum “Contarireon near 61813

The 600:403 waste site is belig added

tothe 300 Aiwa Fnat Action ROD: for ri-

meve, eat, and dispese (RT0) semedial

acliviy 2o meel jesidertial claanup lsvels
& CER 7 and 7

puszuant to
Nmmr»a o
Pollitia

nrd Hezerins Subslances,
Contingercy . Mer) (NCP)
§§300. b BlO)(211 and 300, az;;(w{'zl
The. natire of the wasto (;pﬂ Eabsewed

&

o
300 Area Frai Action ROD-ATD |“n|ec»

2. waste sie ﬂi}’@ﬂ: “Unuocument-

ol Disaasal n Grevel Pt 8", i 8
subsaction o n 300 208 alroady usted
in 4\\\02. ) duO Arga Fnal ROD.

300 Aea Final A

ql, Sitas fot 300-F

. racuites ali siles wndergoing KT 0.

y ey el vezstaled, The 300-
2B8:2 wasin site is located within Han-
ford Bomow Pit 6. A the caaglusion of
temediating 300-288:2 (o esidertial
cleanup levois, this peticn of the waste
site wii not be backfilles or revagetrea,
a5, it will continio 10 be useo lae barrow
maleral As boros manerials s s
hausted, and pil & is closed. ecentounng
1’\:;_re»'egpeir|"m will be complesad per
&n

LH! r@amrn’la\ cleanip 1 degk
slof of the 300FF2 Fnal Aution ROD.

jistrice #2 wil resom seaeq bits for thelr 2016 Inteilor Painting
Projects from qualifiec gensrq\ comrav:tms

Bids will be recelved urdl 10:00 am {PST) on Wecnesday, May 25 2016 a; Pasco

School District Administrative offices ‘oaaled

99301, Bids maaived after the staled ima will nol be

the Quiier's =27, Official pid resurts si;

will be or d hMmnp-Gum Bas's awar

le Ofmer resenes the right 10 migct any Of all bids ar L6 waive

ding; No bids shall be wumom‘ura period of 30 deys subseguent 1o opening of bios
Ouir

of
o apering Gids

wnuanwn

e
bz & mandstory, pre-sid walk though for 2l
dnesday, Mng 1141 2016 a1 2:30 pn starting &t i

at 1215 W. Lewis Steet, Pasco, WA
septac. The bids wil be publich
bz maos pubiic whin 24 hours of
10 e (owest respons fva Bldger.
rrormalities in the o

iding 2=neral comtractors on
ngsion Eiementary Schacl local-

ed sl 2515 Road 84, Pasco, WA 99301, Subconlracin's are slsy welcome.

The Project multiple base bid scope cons sie af palmlng the enire ntedor of Edwin
Wi

mham, Livingston and McGes
classooms, ofioas, ll'l\llﬁlul

EM

':vruvtlakhrbﬁus.oryrfp%’ﬁw

caridors snail be

and The work il des gmpa@ton
ing, and painting conereta, MU, [k, waad trim, holiow metal docrs & frmes,
| frames and | mls:er

lementory Schiools. The [Aleror wall surfaces of
RSN, music 1o, Fbrary, lotibies, and
of sufaoes, soking, mask
window

and piping. There (s an pelditive a-




Pardue, Valarie L. (ECY)

From: Twomey, Rochelle (ECY) <rtwod6l@ECY.WA.GOV>

Sent: Monday, April 11, 2016 11:21 AM

To: HANFORD-INFO@LISTSERY WA.GOV

Subject: Notice of upcoming comment period on Closure of the 207-A South Retention Basin.

This is a message from the Washington Department of Ecology.

Ecology plans to start a 45-day public comment period on a proposed meodification to the Hanford Site-wide Permit for
the Closure of the 207-A South Retention Basin. The comment period is scheduled for May 9 to June 24, 2016.

The U.S. Department of Energy and CH2ZM HILL Plateau Remediation Co. {the permittees) have submitted the draft
Closure Plan and associated supplemental documentation to Ecology for inclusion in Part V of the Hanford Facility
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act {RCRA) Permit, Revision 8c.

More information will be available on Ecology’s webslite, the Hanford Public Infermation Repositories, and other
document review locations when the public comment period starts.

Question or comments? Email Hanford@ecy.wa.gov or call 800-321-2008.

DEPARTMENT OF

ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Visit us on the web or social media.

Subscribe ot Unsubscribe




APPENDIX B: COPIES OF ALL WRITTEN COMMENTS



Mullin, Tim (ECY)

From: Bohrmann, Dieter (ECY)

Sent: Sunday, January 10, 2016 11:08 PM
To: Mullin, Tim (ECY)

Subject: Fwd: Comment on Closure of 207-A
FYT..

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

Resent-From: <hanford@ecy.wa.gov>

From: Mike <mikeconlan@hotmail.com>

Date: January 10, 2016 at 6:56:03 PM PST

To: "Hanford (ECY)" <hanford@ECY.WA.GOV>
Subject: Comment on Closure of 207-A

Dieter Bohrmann:

1) Remove all nuclear waste,

2) Do not allow anymore nuclear waste into the facility,

3) Replace all the single storage tanks,

4) Stop all the nuclear leakage entering the Columbia River.

Mike Conlan

Redmond WA



Confederated Tribes and Bands Established by the
of the Yakama Nation ERWM Treaty of June 9, 1855

* B
TREATY OF
* 1

* 8 x
5

June 23,2016

Nina Menard

Washington State Department of Ecology
3100 Port of Benton Blvd.

Richland, Washington 99354

E-mail addresses: hanford@ecy.wa.gov
nmen461@ecy.wa.gov

Subject: Review of the proposed Closure Plan 207-A South Retention Basin (S-2-7), Closure Group
5 Conditions 207-A South Retention Basins, and Factsheet.

Dear Ms. Menard:

The Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakama Nation is a federally recognized sovereign
pursuant of the Treaty of June 9, 1855 made with the United States of America (12 Stat. 951). The
U.S. Department of Energy Hanford site was developed on land ceded by the Yakama Nation under
the 1855 Treaty with the United States. The Yakama Nation retains reserved rights to this land
under the Treaty. YN's position regarding the ultimate closure of all Hanford Site waste facilities is
cleanup actions (with confirmatory sampling and analysis of surface and subsurface soils) to
demonstrate attainment of cleanup levels protective of YN Tribal member health and welfare.

We thank you for addressing several of our earlier comments on the draft closure plan within the
Responsiveness Summary. However, we note similar issues of concern as identified in previous
submittals of Hanford site closure plans (e.g. CWC-WRAP, T-Plant, and Trenches 31 & 34). More
specifically, the lack of a unit-specific QA/QC plan to ensure that all information, data, and resulting
decisions are technically sound, statistically valid, and properly documented which includes data
verification criteria such that it can determined whether each individual data element is acceptable
for its intended decision-making purpose, the seemingly long storage of wastes prior to disposal,
unknown disposal facilities and specific treatments for wastes streams, and not least, land-use
determinations which do not support full subsistence uses of our YN Treaty Rights. Within the draft-
Permit, we find the lack of conditions for use of the observational approach to sampling,
performance standards, or potential LDRs disturbing as these are poorly or not at all detailed within
the Closure Plan.

We look forward to discussing our vision of cleanup and all our concerns with you further.

Sincerely,

Russell Jim
Yakama Nation ERWM Program Manager

cc:
Alex Smith, Washington State Department of Ecology
Stacy Charbonneau, Manager, US Department of Energy



Dennis Faulk, US Environmental Protection Agency
Ken Niles, Oregon Department of Energy
Administrative Record .



Attachment #1:
YN ERWM PROGRAM (YN) comments (and requests) on the Class 3 Modification to the
Hanford site RCRA Permit for. Closure of the 207-A South Retention Basin Closure Plan

General: o ’ ' S

Providing the SEPA checkhst for pubhc review promotes better understandmg of the SEPA process
and enhances public knowledge of the unit. Please prov1de link to submltted SEPA checkhsts for all
future permit modifications.

YN has prev10usly provided our objection to the use of the Comprehensive Land-Use Plan (CLUP)
and its provisioris. It does not recognize YN Treaty Rights. All assessments and cleanup alternatlves
should be protective of, and based upon, anticipated Tribal subsistence uses..

Factsheet should more clearly explain the temporary authorization process and prov1de a link to the
document or ensure its availability on the Administrative Record. ‘

Factsheet should also include the full text of WAC 173-303-830(4)(c)(ii)(F) which states the
permittee's comphance history during the life of the permit being modified is available from the
Department of Ecology contact person. Knowing the history of non-compliatice can be helpful to -
understanding whether or not the perrmttee can demonstrate responsible demsmn—makmg Ecology's
summary to comment response "comment is noted" seems rather short. There is no explanatlon asto
why a simple request to assist public understanding of permittee actions is belng denied.

YN does appreciate the mclusmn of hyperlmks where fea51ble

Chapter 4.: YN does appreciate the over-all mclusxon of addmonal design, process details, and site

information.

Section 4.1:

In lines 4-5, please to ad to end of sentence the following: and contains complzance requzrements

necessary for conducting closure enforceable under the RCRA Permit. -

YN understands the Ecology is responsible for ensure proper corrective actions requirements for the

entire Hanford Site and requests inclusion of the followmg text to line 28: If is anticipated remedial

actions for radioactive constituents shall be consistent with the closure activities requzred under

WAC 173-303.

Section 4.1.1:

Please provide figure H—2-90783 It is referenced in both the Closure Plan and in the Responsweness

Summary. It is the basis of much information and is not readily available on the Administrative

Record. There is no way to verify if design is per details without it (e.g., the liner and concrete were

integrated to avoid preferential pathways to the soil column).

_ Clarification is requested beyond Ecology responsiveness comment (i.e. the TPA change request C-

07-02 is out of scope for this closure plan) as to. Why this information was not included on the

timeline-Figure 1.

Section 4.1.3: Clarify that listed waste codes will remain and appropriate treatments.

Section 4.3:

Edit to include the following: Should there be changes in MTCA przor to closure, there will be no

"back-sliding' to less stringent cleanup levels. YN requests Ecology ensure enough ﬂex1b111ty within

the closure permitting process to allow Ecology to retain its authority to set cleanup levels at more

stringent levels and request additional characterization/cleanup to achieve these levels.

YN requests the following closure performance standards be.identified within the Closure Plan and

the Permit:

e Direct contact con51stent with WAC 173-340- 740(3) :

o Soil concentrations to protect groundwater: derived using WAC 173-340 747(4) (with an
exception of modified method B for hexavalent chromium using a Kd value of 0.)

e Protection of ecological receptors achieved through one. of the following methods:

3



e O

1. Excavation of contaminated soil to a minimum of 15 feet below ground surface, or

2. Excavation of contaminated soil such that residual soil concentrations do not exceed
ecological screening levels listed in WAC 173-340-900 (Table 749-3), or ‘

3. A site-specific demonstration that remedial standards eliminate threats to ecological
receptors. i
Edit line 33 to read: 4s required by the Washzngton State Dangerous Waste Regulatzons and the T. PA ,
Action Plan...qffect soil. Ecology's permitting authority lies with the Dangerous Waste Regulatlons -
of WAC 173-303, not the TPA Action Plan.
YN reiterates its disagreement with use of the CLUP to determme land-use and/or cleanup standards
YN requests deletion of lines 13-18, page 4.14.
Section 4.4.2:
Edit line 17 to delete following text: " and up to 1 m (3ft) of s011 beneath the structure, which will :
meet the requirements of WAC 173-303- 610(2)(b)(11) " There is no guarantee that removal of only 3
ft of soil will suffice to meet clean closure requirements. Clarify the observational approach to
sampling will be applied and soil removal will continue until cleanup standards are met or it has
been demonstrated that all soil cannot be practicably removed or decontaminated.
Edit line 21: to read: ....unvestricted land use standards. Should there be changes in MTCA prior to
closure, there will be no 'back-sliding' to less stringent cleanup levels. .
YN notes that Table 4 contains only direct contact values. Edit Table 4 to include ecologlcal ,
protection values. YN also notes increase in closure performance standard for p-cresol from 4000 to
8000 and request use of lower value.
Edit Table 4 to remove asterisk from analytes carbon tetrachloride and
chloroform. This closure plan does not demonstrate removal of the Hypalon liner can be done intact
and that there was no degradation of the liner.
This section seems to address only soil sampling, however the regulations requ1re description of the
steps needed to remove structures and confirmation of compliance with clean closure standards
(WAC 173-303-640). Edit to clarify there will be visual inspection prior to commencement of
closure act1v1t1es And that all visible staining (on the concrete) Wlll be noted and samples taken at
these locations.

The presence of visible staining can be used as the basis for additional judgmental samples. The
absence of visible staining cannot in general be used as the sol¢ basis for concludmg that
contamination is absent.

Edit lines 31 to clanfy that permit modification will be submltted in accordance w1th WAC 173-3 03-

- 830.

Edit lines 27-28 to clarlfy what is meant by "where cracks in the elastomeric coatmg Warrant
sampling."

Section 4.5: Section 4.5.1:

Clarify the regulatory pathway for dlsposal of RCRA wastes at ERDF. Clarify this in other sections
as indicated. Identify the disposal fac111ty such that proper waste characterization according to the’

+ waste acceptance criteria of the receiving facility may be met.

Reader cannot locate Sections 5.2 & 6 within Chapter 4. Clarlfy

Section 4.5.1.2-4.5.1.4 and Section 4.5.2- 4.5.2.3.4: ' _ )
Edit to provide additional detail descriptions regarding all waste management and disposal activities
to clarify compliance with WAC 173-303-170 thru WAC 173-303-230 requirements. It is unclear
how these regulations are being met (In general: Sections 4.5.2.1.2 & 4.5.2.3.2 are duphcatlve and
incomplete. See comments below and provide more details. =

Identify compliance requirements per WAC 173-303 within each waste management sections. Edit
to include: How the nature and extent of contamination will be evaluated; potential types of
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equipment; detail of equipment decontamination; how additional sampling efforts will be conducted;
details to demonstrate compliance with the regulations stated.

Edit (and throughout Closure Plan as needed) to include container management regulations and
details of how compliance with these requirements are met. In Section 4.5.2.3.4, provide details as to
training, etc of 'a waste specialist.'

Clarify what is meant by "miscellaneous solid waste will be managed as approprlate for the
nonradiological and radiological contaminants present or suspected to be present.'

Clarify (provide more detail) what is meant by "wastes generated through implementation of this
closure plan will be characterized in accordance with the waste acceptance cr1ter1a of the receiving
facility."

Clarify which information regardmg newly generated wastes, etc will be recorded in the Hanford
Site Waste Information Tracking system, and recorded unit-specific facility operating record.

Clarify that the IQRPE's report will be retained in the unit specific operating record and the
Administrative Record. .

Delete any text which states or implies that the waste will be treated as need to meet LDRs."
Throughout the document, it is unclear as to how the LDRs are to be met and which debris standards
are applicable. Provide details as to the disposal facility, where and how treatment for LDRs will be
performed and storage locations prior to disposal. Identify antlcrpated waste treatments types (e.g.:
Section 4.5.2.3.6).

Clarify statement regarding storage of dangerous wastes (e.g., Sections 4.5.2.1.2 & 4.5.2.3) at:
Hanford TSD units permitted to operate as container storage areas or a less than 90-day storage area
prior to disposal. The scheduled closure of a RCRA TSD includes its waste disposal. Disposal must
be within the 180 days unless an extension is granted. Clarify if there is any intent or possibility that
closure activities include waste storage at a RCRA container storage area beyond 180 days.
Furthermore, LDR storage provisions state allowance of storage for only the time necessary for
treatment. :

Clarify if 'roll-off containers' will be reused and process for their decontamination.

Clarify how the waste profile maybe adjusted. Any new waste codes cannot be assigned without a
modification to the Part A form.

Clarify specific treatments to be used for each anticipated form of demolition wastes. Provide details
as to how and where treatment activities will be conducted.

Clarify maximum wind speeds for application of dust fixatives. ,
Section 4.5.16: Delete all text, which states only 3ft of soils will be removed and demolition is v
considered complete, and rewrite to state the observational approach will be followed. See previous
comment.

Section 4.5.2.3.7: Edit recordkeeping to clarify comphance Wrth WAC 173-303-3 80 requirement
and include that these records will be placed in the Administrative Record for the unit. Include
statement that sampling logbooks and sampling data and training records will also be retained in the
unit's Administrative Record.

Section 4.5.4: Include training matrix tables for personnel Include the minimum trammg
requirements for all samplers. -

Sections 4.6-4.6.2.8:

Develop a unit-specific QA/QC plan to ensure that all information, data, and resultmg decisions are
technically sound, statistically valid, and properly documented which includes data verification.
criteria such that it can determined whether each individual data element is acceptable for its
intended decision-making purpose. Ensure the QA/QC plan contains a Data Quality Assurance Plan.
Ensure its consistency with Ecology Publication #09-05-007 [Guidance for Preparing Waste
Sampling and Analysis Documents and QA/QC Requirements at Nuclear Waste Sites.



The closure plan must establish specific data acceptance criteria that ensure that data meeting the
criteria will result in closure decisions within an acceptable degree of uncertainty. Data that do not
meet the acceptance criteria must be rejected, even if the Ecology notification and discussion takes
place as described. The quality assurance project plan should also address the circumstance when the
quantity of acceptable data fails to meet the completeness criterion established as part of the data
acceptance tests, and what corrective action is to be taken when the completeness criterion is not
met. ; :

The specific methods, agreements, and procedures to be used must be documented or referenced in
the closure plan. Otherwise, Ecology has no basis to evaluate whether or not data from sampling
conducted "consistent with laboratory agreements, laboratory analytical procedures, and
HASQUARD" are adequate or appropriate to the specific decisions to be made under thJS closure
plan.

In the SAP:

Edit to include text to clamfy the required documentation of the. specific procedures and equlpment
that will be used for the proposed treatment, including any sampling and analysis requirements that
may be used to verify successful required treatment of LDR wastes. Clarify that all data-not just the
listed analytes-will be entered into HEIS.

e Clarify the following are included (edit as necessary) as information to be retained:
Confirmation records.

Waste information (e.g. manifest numbers).

Waste sampling records and associated documentation.

Laboratory records and associated documentation.

Documentation regarding waste re-evaluation frequencies.

 Special waste analysis requirement documentation.

Edit to include immediate (or within 7 days) notification to Ecology of corrective actions applied to '
field activities. '

Clarify if the following are evaluated: The parameters for which each environmental media sample
will be analyzed and the rationale for selecting these parameters and the frequency with which
analysis of a waste will be reviewed, or repeated, to ensure that the analysxs is accurate and current.
[WAC 173-303-300(5)(a)]

Clarify if the following are evaluated: Procedures for how non-detects, and any tentatively identified
compounds which may be reported with laboratory analytical results will be assessed and/or used for
decision-making purposes, and to identify any contaminants in addition to those already identified
for which establishment of closure performance standards may be warranted. [WAC 173-303-
300(5)(@)]

Methods of obtaining representative samples of soils for all sampling and analysis, which may be, ‘
required pursuant to WAC 173-303-110 requirements and consistent with the requirements specified
in WAC 173-340-810 and WAC 173-340-820. [WAC 173-303-300(5)(c)]

Clarify why closure actions do not include scabbling of all discolored or staining areas identified on
the concrete structure.

Clarify that judgmental sampling is equivalent to focus sampling for those areas of concern -
identified during the visual inspection.

Clarify which field changes made during samphng are con31dered unexpected events and how they
are to be dealt with.

Clarify what are 'established samphng practices," etc as discussed in Section 4.6.2.1.

Clarify what is meant by "all wastes (including unexpected wastes) generated by sampling activities
will be managed in accordance with applicable regulations "(Section 4.6.2.1).

Clarify in Section 4.6.2.1 that subsurface sampling is not deemed necessary at this point in time.
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Clarify the process for removal of soils surrounding the 'node location.' Confirm that the
observational approach will be applied to the vertical and lateral extent of contamination above clean
closure levels.

Clarify and ensure that concept regarding "document version control" is through the permit
modification process, not a non-specific administrative document control process.

Clarify what is meant by "sampling will be performed in accordance with established sampling
practices."”

Clarify that should a target analyte be detected at or above clean closure levels but less than the PQL
or the analytical method, the lab will be asked to evaluate and lower the PQL.

Provide references to generalized internal work requlrements and processes.

Identify the percentage of data to be validated. :

Edit Table 5 schedule to provide the time required for intervening closure activities.

Section 4.9: ,

More details are needed for clarification that the information will be.documented in the Hanford
Facility Operating Records and maintained until final closure of the facility including completion of
any required post closure care.or corrective action

Include results of data reviews as a part of the minimum information to be placed in the
Administrative record to support.closure certification and Ecology determinations.

Edit to clarify there is no anticipated future use of the 207-A SBR Area.



Attachment #2: '
YN requests review and inclusion of the following text in the development of a QA/QC Plan:

A quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) plan, or equivalent, to document all monitoring
procedures to ensure that all information, data, and resulting decisions are technically sound,
statistically valid, and properly documented. Each QA/QC plan shall include, or contain a reference
to another document, which will be used and includes, the elements as defined.

Each QA/QC plan shall contain a Data Quality Assurance Plan that includes the following:

Data Collection Strategy section including, but not limited to, the following:

A description of the intended uses for the data, and the necessary level of precision and accuracy for -
those intended uses; and,

A description of methods and procedures to be used to assess the pre01s10n accuracy, and
completeness of the measurement data;

Sampling section that shall include or describe, and reference or cite:

Criteria for selecting appropriate sampling locatlons depths, etc., or identification and _]ustlﬁcatlon
of sample collection;

Sampling methods including the 1dent1ﬁcat10n of samphng equ1pment and a descnptlon of
decontamination procedures to be used;

Criteria for providing a statistically sufficient number of samples as defined in EPA guidance, or
criteria for determining a technically sufficient number of measurements to meet the needs of the
project as determined through the Data Quality Objective (DQO) planning process;

Methods for, or specification of, measuring all necessary ancillary data;

Criteria for establishing, or specification of, which parameters are to be measured at each sample
collection point, and the frequency that each parameter is to be measured;

Criteria for, or specification of, identifying the type of sampling (e.g., discrete), and number of
samples to be collected;

Criteria for, or specification of, measures to be taken to prevent contamination of the sampling
equipment and cross contamination between sampling points;

Methods and documentation of field sampling operations and procedure descriptions, as appropriate,
including:

Procedure descriptions and forms for recording the exact location, sampling conditions, sampling
equipment, and visual condition of samples;

Calibration of field devices (as applicable);

Collection of replicate samples;

Submission of field-biased blanks, where appropriate;

Potential interferences present at the facility;

Field equipment listing and sarnple containers;

Sampling order; and,

Descriptions of decontamination procedures.

Selection of appropriate sample containers, as applicable;

Sample preservation methods, as applicable; and,

Chain-of-custody procedure descriptions as applicable, including:

Standardized field tracking reportmg forms to establish sample custody in the field prior to, and
during shipment; and,

Pre-prepared sample labels containing all information necessary for effective sample tracking,
except where such information is generated in the field, in which case, blank spaces shall be
provided on the pre-prepared sampling label.
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Certification that all samples obtained for analysis will be delivered to a responsible person, at the
recipient laboratory, who is authorized to sign for incoming field samples, obtain documents of
shipment, and verify the data entered onto the sample custody records;

Provision for a laboratory sample custody log; and, : '

Specification of chain-of-custody procedures for sample handling, storage, and disbursement for
analysis. _ o :
Sample storage procedure descriptions and storage times;

Sample preparation methods;

Descriptions of analytical procedures, including:

Scope and application of the procedure

Sample matrix; :

_ Potential mterferences

Precision and accuracy of the methodology; and

Method detéction limits.

Descriptions of calibration procedures and frequency;

Data reduction, validation, and reporting;

Internal laboratory quality control checks, laboratory performance and systems audrts and
frequency, include:

Method blank(s);

Laboratory control sample(s);

Calibration check sample(s);

Replicate sample(s);

Matrix-spiked sample(s);

“Blind” quality control;

Control charts;

Surrogate samples;

Each QA/QC plan shall mc]ude a Data Management Plan, or equrvalent to document and track data
and results.J]WAC 173-303-380(1)(f)]. This plan shall identify and establish data documentation
materials and procedures, project or unit file requirements, and project-related progress reportmg
procedures and documents. The storage location for the raw data shall be identified. The plan shall
also provide the format to be used to record and, for projects, present the validated and invalidated
data and conclusions. '

The Data Management Plan shall include the followmg as apphcable

A data record including the following:

Unique sample or field measurement code;

Sampling or field measurement location including surveyed horlzontal coordmates and elevatlon of
the sample location, and sample or measurement type; ‘

Sampling or field measurement raw.data;

Laboratory analysis identification (ID) number;

Result of analysis (e.g., concentration); '

Tabular displays, as appropriate, illustrating:

Unsorted validated and invalidated data;

Results for each medium and each constituent monitored;

Data reduction for statistical analysis; :

Sorting of data by potentlal stratification factors (e. g location, soil layer, topography), and,
Summary data.

Graphical displays (e.g., bar graphs, line graphs area or plan maps, isopleth plots cross-sectional
plots or transects, three dimensional graphs, etc.), as appropriate, presenting the following:
Displays of sampling location and sampling grid;



Identification of boundaries of sampling area and areas where more data is required;

Displays of concentrations of contamination at each sampling location;

Displays of geographical extent of contamination;

Aerial and vertical displays of contamination concentrations, concentration averages, and
concentration maxima, including isoconcentration maps for contaminants found in environmental
media at the Facility; :

Tlustrations of changes in concentration in relation to distance from the source, time, depth or other
parameters;

Identification of features affecting intramedia transport and identification of potential receptors

QA personnel and technical experts evaluate the laboratory through onsite observations and/or _
reviews of the following documentation: copies of the QA/QC documents; records of A
surveillances/inspections; audits; non-conformances, and corrective actions. The 276-BA Organic
Storage Area TK-ISO East operating organization ensures independent organizations; QA personnel
and technical experts are quahﬁed to perform these evaluations.

The overriding goal of the analytical program is to support the accurate designation of waste and/or
demonstrate compliance to LDR standards. The certified laboratory QA/QC programs will be '
designed to meet the following objectives:

Minimize errors. Errors may be introduced during preparative, analytical, and/or reporting phases of
work. QC program elements include analyses of samples in accordance with procedures.

The designation of waste relies on a combination of Knowledge, historical data, and additional
analytical data. Laboratory QA/QC programs ensure accurate, precise, reliable, and reproducrble
data. '

Key QA program elements are designed to provide objective evidence that waste analysis methods
meet the performance specrﬁcatlons QA activities and implementation responsibilities are as
follows:

* Activity based laboratory inspections. Inspections will be performed by trained operating unit
operating personnel. Inspections verify that specific guldehnes specifications, and procedures for
the activities are completed successfully. '

. Laboratory analyses. Analyses will be performed by onsite or offs1te laboratorles on samples of
waste using procedures identified in Table 3.

» Development of inspection checklists. Checklists are required for laboratory inspections and are
designed to ensure that the inspected activity is con31stent1y addressed Checkllsts will be completed
during the inspection to document results. ‘

* Instrument calibration and calibration verification. These activities are performed by the laboratory
and are required for ensuring data of known accuracy and precision. Calibration data will be
maintained and stored to ensure traceability to reported results. -

* Laboratory QA/QC inspection results and instrumental calibrations w111 be documented in the unit-
specific Administrative Record files.

Laboratory Quality Assurance/Quality Control

All analytical work will be defined and controlled by a statement of work or work order. These
authorization documents will include QA/QC performance requirements. Samples will be handled
according to controlled laboratory procedures. The acouracy, precision, and limitations of the '
analytical data are evaluated through QC performance parameters.
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The unit group's operating organization will conduct review analyses to determine completeness of
information and whether waste meets the acceptance criteria for treatment, storage, or disposal at -
one of the Hanford Facility TSDunits or those of a chosen offsite TSD facility.

Data Assessment

Data used for decision making will be scientifically sound, of known quahty, and thoroughly
documented. Data will be assessed to determine compliance with the following: :

Precision — The overall precision will be the agreement among the collected samples (duplicates) for
the same parameters, at the same location, subjected to the same preparative and analytical-.
techniques. Analytical precision will be the agreement among individual test portions taken from the
same sample, for the same parameters, subjected to the same preparative and analytical techniques.

Accuracy — Accuracy of the measurement system will be evaluated by usmg QA samples mcludmg
certified standards, in-house standards and proficiency testing samples :

Representativeness — Representatlveness addresses the degree to whlch the data accurately and
precisely represent a real characterization of the waste stream, parameter variation at a sampling
point, sampling conditions and the environmental conditions at the time of sampling. The issue of
representativeness is addressed for the following points: v

* Based on the generating process, the waste stream, and its volume, there is an adequate number of
sampling locations selected; :

* The representativeness of selected media has been deﬁned accurately;

* The sampling and analytical methodologies as defined in Table 3;

¢ The environmental conditions at the time of sampling will be documented in accordance with
recordkeepmg requirements. : :

Completeness — Completeness is the amount of usable data obtained from a measurement system .
compared to the total amount of data requested. The degree of completeness required for decision
making must be defined in the statement of work or work order. :

ComparaBility_~ Corrlparabiﬁty is the confidence with which one data set can be compared to

another. When comparability of data sets is a defined basis for decision making, the confidence level
requirement must be specified in the statement of work or work order.
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Attachment #3:
YN ERWM PROGRAM (YN) comments (and requests) on the Class 3 Modification to the
Hanford site RCRA Permit for Closure of the 207-A South Retention Basin Permit Conditions

Introduction: While not enforceable, the introduction should present the relevant facts of unit

operations and closure activities, please provide more details to include the fo]lowmg as well as

definitions and application of all acronym termns.

e Clarify to include that 242-A Evaporator waste stream was from the DST.

e Include explanation of temporary authorization as the work was performed under this de0151on

e Explain briefly the MTCA and SEPA processes. : .

e Explain the waste acceptance criteria at the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility or other
RCRA permitted fac1hty and the process for dlsposal of cleanup waste-streams

Condltlons : ‘ '

V.5.A: Edit to include Please mclude Attachment 9, Permlt Matrix w1th1n Condmon (or include unit
specific requlrements relative to Attachment: 9) permit condition or somewhere within the Closure
Plan. :

It is impossible for the public to make an informed decision as to whether Ecology has all the
conditions necessary to protect human health and the environment without reviewing Attachment 9.
Furthermore, this attachment is not listed on the Ecology public comment website for review of this
permit modification. The public should not have to search the Ecology website to find a document
listed as a major component of a RCRA permit. : :

Conditions V.5.B.3 thru 5 are rather straight forward, however, it is unclear how Condition V.5.B.2
is even enforceable. There is no established schedule within the SAP or Addendum A to complete
sampling or to submit a Data Analysis Report. How the permittee can possibly submit this report
within 30 days of this permit modification? For what purpose is revised sampling required (it is not
clear within this condition)? Furthermore Condition V.5.B.4 seems to conflict with what is required
under Condition V.5.B.2. Has the final laboratory report already been completed? A type of final
laboratory analytical report is somewhat mentioned within the SAP. Addendum A-page A6 lines 3-
7 do vaguely discuss conclusions, etc but nothing estabhshes a schedule or Data Analys1s Repoit for
Ecology review. : :

Edit Condition V.5.B.2 to clearly state the following points:-

e The observational approach to cleanup and sampling will be followed unless Condition V.5.B.5
is deemed to apply. (Note: Additionally, edit the SAP and Addendum A to also reflect the
observational sampling approach.)

e Ecology may require additional sampling and/or investigation after the Permittees implement the
approved Sampling and Analysis Plan if Ecology determines that the sampling and analyses
have not adequately demonstrated whether clean closure has been achieved. Such a requirement
will be implemented pursuant to WAC 173-303-830(3). Additional sampling and analysis may
be required for the following reasons:

o Specialized sample collection or analytical techmques are required to ensure adequate
quantitation limits for chemical constituents; or

o Results indicate the need to analyze for additional constituents at certain locations; or

o Other reasons indicate the Sampling and Analysis Plan has not adequately demonstrated
whether clean closure has been achieved.

e  The Permittee will submit to Ecology a Data Analysis Report for review and determination as to
whether additional sampling is required.
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Edit Permit Condition V.5.3 to clarify use of an AOC and applicable storage and sampling
requirements per WAC 173-303-200. As written, it does not appear to be consistent with what is
indicated within the Closure Plan. Additionally, sampling of an AOC must also confirm no
exceedances of closure cleanup levels or additional closure action must be performed. Edit to reflect
need for sampling of AOC. YN requests that there be no soils placed outside the cells but directly
into ERDF containers. YN request that no bulk containers or 55 gallon drums be stored/staged
adjacent to the basin.

Edit Permit Conditions V.5.B.4 and V.S;B.S to clearly reflect the following:

e The Permittees shall submit a contingent plan and post-closure plan for complying with WAC
173-303-610(8), 173-303-650(6) (c) (i) (A) and -650(6) (c) (i) (B) in the event that the removal
and/or decontamination standards of WAC 173-303-650(6) (a) (i) cannot be achieved.

Edit draft Permit to include the following conditions: Note: Additionally, edit closure plan and
Addendum A to reflect these additional conditions. '

Condition V.5.B.6: Closure Performance Standards: The performance standards for soils based
on the most stringent (lowest) of:
e Direct contact consistent with WAC 173-340-740(3)
e Soil concentrations to protect groundwater: derived using WAC 173-340-747(4) (with an
exception of modified method B for hexavalent chromium using a Kd value of 0.)
e Protection of ecological receptors achieved through one of the following methods:
1. Excavation of contaminated soil to a minimum of 15 feet below ground surface, or

2. Excavation of contaminated soil such that residual soil concentrations do not exceed
ecological screening levels listed in WAC 173-340-900 (Table 749-3), or

3. A site-specific demonstration that remedial standards eliminate threats to ecological
receptors.

Should there be changes in MTCA prior to closure, there will be no 'back-sliding' to less
stringent cleanup levels.

Condition V.5.B.7: Deviations from TSD unit closure plan required by unforeseen circumstances
encountered during closure activities shall be documented in the TSD unit-specific Operating
Record, and Ecology shall be notified within seven (7) days. Ecology shall be notified of the
necessity to change the closure plan in accordance with WAC 173-303-830. Ecology must approve
the modification prior to instigation of any actions.

Condition V.5.B.8: Backfilling locations disturbed by excavation of contaminated soil will be re-
contoured in a manner that would support establishment of native plant communities and promote
the aesthetic integrity of the landscape.

Edit to include new Permit Conditions for:

e Compliance with WAC 173-303-395 requirements as well as WAC 173-303-630 requirements
with any on-site storage.

e Compliance to meet WAC 173-303-140 (LDRs). YN requests also request additional
information regarding application of debris standards, etc within Introduction section and
Closure Plan.
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