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Proposed Plan for Remediation of 
100‐KR‐, KR‐2 and KR‐4 Operable 

UnitsUnits
A brief comparison of the two 100‐K 
R di i Al i ( i hRemediation Alternatives (not counting the 
“No Action” Alternative)
H d th f i l t bilit ?• How do they compare for implementability?

• For remediation effectiveness?
• For Protectiveness?
• For Cost?



Implementable?







Other Technologies:
Bio‐Injection needs lab testing
Bio‐infiltration one trial done at hanfordBio‐infiltration one trial done at hanford
Bio‐venting needs testing
Soil Flushing (C‐14) needs lab testing
Air Stripping (C‐14) needs lab testing
Land Farming (TPHs)

In General:

Alt 2 leaves immobilized waste in place/ Alt 3 
RTD

100‐K waste sites near Columbia River

Alt 2 has unproven technologies with built inAlt 2 has unproven technologies with built in 
delay factor


