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Roc Flats Envimnmsntal Technology Site 

Qolden. Cobrado 80402 
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Fax: 

LtR. NO. 

April 8,1997 

Steve Nesta 
CP&I, T13OC 
Kaiser-Hill L.L.C 
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST - DECOMMISSIONING OF BUILDING 779 
CLUSTER- CLG-064-97 

PUReOSE 
The purpose of this letter is to submit the attached Environmental Checklist (EC) for the 
779 Cluster 

DlSCUSSlON 
The attached EC is provided for your evaluations for the Decommissioning of the Building 
779 Cluster. Your review comments and actions will be incorporated into the Project 
Plans and documentation. 

BFSPONSF REQUIREMENTS 
Please review and provide comments to the Project Manager, Mark Hickman, T13OF, 
X7145, and copy Gary Guinn, also in T13OF, X8043 at your earliest convenience. 

-C. L.  e ern" Guthrie, Acting Vice President 
Engineering, Construction, and Decommissioning 
Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L. L. C. 

G DG :SIC 

Attachment: 
As Stated 

cc: 
Kent Dorr 
Mlke Jennings - T13OF 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE 

Form Revised 7/19/96 

Project/Activity Name: Decommissioning of Building 779 
cluster. 

Date: 3/14/97 

Charge Number: AEKTBG99 

Work Package Number: AEKTBG 

Project Manager: Mark Hickman, RMRS 

RFFO Project Sponsor: Fred Gerdeman 

K-H Line Manager: Kent Dorr 

ETA Preparer (Bldg.,Ext) : Gary Guinn, T130F, X8043 

Project Description: 

This Decommissioning project is a three ( 3 )  year project 
that also includes 11 support buildings associated with 
Building 779. This action is part of the site’s 10 year 
cl eanuy ;?7 ~ 7 -  - * - I 1  1 i - - J ~ , - t - m r 7  un?fi-- a roqprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA) removal action regulatory document, Decommissioning 
Operations Plan (DOP) . Decommissioning will also be 
completed utilizing the structure and managements identified 
in the Draft Decommissioning Program Plan (DPP) . Actions 
identified thus far is phase I, which impacts only the 779 
annex, calls for the removal of all equipment and stored 
items, decontaminating a11 radiological contaminated areas, 
and dismantlement of internal processes. Phase t w o  will 
impact other sections within 779 and some support 
facilities. 
demolition of Building 779. 

Phase three will complete the project and 

Ground water monitoring is in place and receiving baseline 
data. A point of contact for air has been identified. 
Chemical inventory is underway, and radiological survey and 
sampling for asbestos materials has commenced. Asbestos 
will be removed by a state certified company prior to 
commencement of decommissioning actions. 
plan is in draft, as is the characterization plan. 

A waste management 
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12. Applicable Statutes and Requirements 
12.1 Will-the project require or potentially require 

permit application(s) or permit modification(s) 
under the: 

A. Clean Air Act? (e.g., APENs, 
Rad-NESHAP, Fugitive Dust, etc.) 

B. Clean Water Act? (e.g., discharges, 
chemicals, etc.) 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA): 

12.2 

12.3 

12.4 

12.5 

13. 

A. 

B. 
C. 

' D. 

E. 

F. 

Does the project generate, treat, store, 
or dispose of hazardous, radioactive, or 
mixed waste? 
Does the project involve a removal? 
Does the project include RCRA closure? 
-partial? 
-full? 
Does the project include excavation or 
capping to meet RCRA requirements? 
Will cost and duration stay within 
$2 million and 12 months? (Explain 
in Section 1 1, Project Description) 
Will a RCRA permit or modification 
be required? 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) 
A. 

B. 

Is the project part of an activity required 
in the Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement? 
If the answer to A. is YES, is the project 
described in a document that has been 
approved by EPA or CDPHE, or will be 
approved by at least one of those agencies 
before projecl work begins'! 
If the answers to both A. and B. are YES, 
has that document been reviewed bv the 

C. 

J 
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National Environmental Policy Ac;(NEPA) 
Group for inclusion of NEPA values? rl 

Will the project or action create TSCA-regulated 

H a w  all stcps becn taken to ensure compliancc 
with procedures 1 -G98-EPR-END.04, Migratory 
Bird Evaluation and Protection, and 
I -DOG-EPR-END.03, Identification and Protection 
of Tlir-eiitcncd, Endangered, and Spcci:il-Concc1x 

W i l l  the actioti be in or near an Indi\~idual 

waste? (asbestos & PCBs) rl 

Species? J 

1-I a za rclo 11 s S 11 13s t a I 1 ce S i tc ( IHS S ) ? v 

2 

- NO NOTES 

J 
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14. Will this project construct or require a new or 
expanded waste disposal, recovery, storage, or 
treatment facility? 
Is the project part of an agreement between DOE 
and another federal or state agency? (Specify and 
explain any schedule urgency and deadlines in 
Section 1 1, Project Description.) 

A new process, building, etc.? 
A modification io an existing process, 
building, etc.? 
An installation of capital equipmerdmachinery? 
Will the project be located in, or adversely affect 
designated: 
Wetlands? (Le., dredge, fill operation) 

15. 

16. Is the project: 
16.1 
16.2 

16.3 

17. 

17.1 
17.2 Natural areas? 
17.3 Prime agricultural land? 
17.4 Special water sources? 
17.5 
18. 

19. 

19.1 Noise levels? 
19.2 Solid wastes? 
19.3 

19.4 Hazardous waste? 

20. 

2 I .  

Historical, archaeological, or architectural sites? 
Will the project result in, or have the potential to 
result i n ,  long term changes to the environment? 
Will the project result in changes or disturbances 
of the following existing conditions: 

Radioactive wastes? (including disturbed or 
excavated contaminated soil) 

Will the project have effects on the environment 
which are likely to be publicly conrroversial? 
Will [he project establish a precedent for future 
actions that will have significant effects, or 
represent a "decision in principle" about a future 
cons ideration? 
Is the project related to other projects or to a 
larger program? 
Have pollution prevention measures been 
coilsickred? (Discuss i n  Section 11, Projcct 
Desc r i pion) 

22. 

23. 

- YES NO 
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