
To: ri!argaret~ .Ann 
From: John lers 
Subject: HIS.i.'DH.Y OF lillEA C 

Comments------

4/7/74 

Page l, last Par.-- Would suffest"no confl~cts" with my ref. 
When we get ~A Notebooks #1743, 2587, 3478, 4644 & 6030 back 
a double-check should help tie down dates o:f first delivt?ries 
to Area C. 

I might point out that perhaps there are references to waste 
disposals :i_n the "J)" Bldg. Section's ,.,eekly and monthly reports 
( CNR-12 Group), later on, CHH Bldg. Section weekly, monthJ.y 
and annual reports(H-l Group). Hy first :re1;orts to Dean on 
wac:te dispoeal seem to be more centered on vol.umes, costs, etc., 
than on where and \-lhen \ole \vere putting the stuff •. 

page 2, first par. 
Again, chronological useage of each pit could probably be 

more aecurate than the info I gave Hanson. As inferred in m:,r 
report to him, we were using more than one pit at a time(still 
current J~ractice) and is no doubt confusing... As to the 
"conf2-ict 11 with references, I should have asked to see them 
a.s perhaps then we could clear up some of them •••. 

last t of page2 
The chemical pit was located approx. due t,.;est of where the 

met. tower is now located. Prior to digging the ~it, it was 
SOl to disp()se of chnmiee.ls in the solid radioactive \Y"aste pits. 

laRt par., page 2 and pape 3 and top of page 4---
A review of' the chronological listing of useage of diSJ)Osal 

shafts at Area C might help clear up the problem(see attached 
listing). It is plannr~d to backfill shaft #89 in April. This 
would then "forma:tly" cillose out Area C.. As you may receJ.l, 
this sha:f~·~gas been used thesF many years as a "storage" shaft 
for sor.1e - U contaninated pi:r:-e and it 'Y"as only recently I 
received an OK to go ahead and fill the shaft .• 

Page 6---Type of waste----
I suspect a very thorough revie\>1' of all nossi ble sources 

of in::ormation might change tlw total amounts of act.i vi ty re­
ported to be .in pits and shafts at Area C! J~ine 5 ind:..cates 
Pit i/6 got "all of the debris :from Bayo Canyon Site" .•• we did 

, get ma-terial :froM there, but the ''clean up'' of' Ba.yo Site went 
into pit #2, Area __ G __ ! 

Page 6--top of page---
Heference to the I~A Notebooks used for logging matoe"rial 

placed in shafts would probabi y shm>~ that ma-terial came :from 
areas other(in addition to) than those you've listed •.•• Here, 
also, suggest the listing I've made up should clear up the 
mystery of shRft useRge! 

Page 7--bottom o:f page---
Reference to "20 new sha:fts"---see My attached listine •• 

lU o:f these shRfts were 2' X 20' deep and J.O ,.,ere 12 11 X 20 deep, 
cement lined(#98 'o #107). 
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Page 9--bottom of page---
It would se~m that review of LA Notebooks used for this 

time period could help reso.l.ve "discrepancies" between reference 
#8 and 32 (which I haven 1 t read)---. Cl?rtainly, Ba-IJa type 
wastes ~ buried in diBposal BhaftB during this time pe::.1 iod! 
Also, H-7 used 55 gal. drums in which wastr.s ue:r.e mixed ~.;i th 
emment paste--so unless I see the references I cP..n 1 t help much! 

Page 10--refe:.~ence to steel containe:>·s--­
These were placed into pit #l, Area C ••• 

"I-'fode of Disposal"----
:Pits #1,2,3&4 are located in the SOUTHEAST portion of Area 

C! The width quated seems to be a bit wide---more like 25' would 
be correct •• No question about it---pit #5 DID receive "hnzard­
ouas" chemicals---. Also, same for pit #6, e:;ccept that lvhen H-3 
got their 0\vn pit they used it for chemical dispesals •••• 

Reference "DHan l\1eyer 1 s recol.ilection" as to whether or not 
radioactive tvaste got mexed with chemical ma.terial----the'~e was 
one such "incident" in 1..rhich James Ste2rns was involved in(he 
was formerly a Safety Engineer). It seems he and some CT1B-ll 
personnel were making a "disrosaJ_" in the chemical pit and 
there \vas some "dusting" of' radio' cti ve material during the 
operation •• am not too sure where docuementation would be, but 
suggest H-l reports should have it as Stearn 1 s sweater 1-vas 
conts.minated ancl he in turn contaninated a seat in the Adm. 
Bldg. Auditorium as 1vell as other places he ,.,ent that a:fternoon! 

Page 14--last par. 
Certaihly,---I was referring to pit useage ••• one pit •• ! 

Page 15, bottom& of page---
The reason for shift in J_ocr•.tion of disrosal shafts '-vas 

due to access to sha::~ts---. It w2 s not possible to drive along 
the border between pits #4 and 5 any further than the extent of 
the drilled shafts---. 

Page 16---:ref'erence to "cast" should be CASK 

Page 17-- ref--plugging shafts with cement---we DID get a 
cement mixer and READYIUX cement and plugged sha±'ts ourselves! 
vle still have this capabili t~r--cement mixer, H.E.ADY~UX cement 
plus rt!G set for electrici ty--aJ_l one needs is Sl..reat and water! 

Page 18---reference to signs along perimetl-?r fence---
These signs are to be replaced very soon---Order is in for 

new signs •• These signs fade rapidly in this area. Signs are 
located about ever~r fifty feet on the fence. New signs are to 
conform with current OSHA regulations--. 

Page 19--ref: "approval of Area C by USGSfl ____ _ 
I ,.,ou.ld assume that the "Koopman( sp?) report is '"hat Dean 

had in Mind as to "approval by USGS" •••• Certainly, it is the 
_llist such 11 appro~ral" in '.vriting that I knmv of concerning 
"approval" o:f disposal Sites i~or r1:dio,,ctive rnntArial ••. 

I would heartily agree that the "1963 recommendations be 
carried out in -he near :future on Area C ••• 
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