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April 3 0 ,  1990 

Bobby Davis 
Contracting Officer's Representative 
V.S. Department of Energy 
P.0. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, OH 45239-8905 

As directed by DOE, ASI/IT has prepared a list of potential ARARs 
for Operable Unit 4 .  Attached t o  this letter i s  a memorandum by 
Dr. John Frazies ( I T  Knoxville) which describes the logic eaployed 
b selecting potential ARARs as well as a proposed list. T h i s  work 
is a product of the working group assembled from the project team 
t o  address the general subject of ARARs, TCBs, and remedial design 
objectives for a l l  operable units. ltt  is my recommendation that 
DOE review this submission for use as a basis for discussions with 
USEPA and OEPA on ARAR determination. 

As you are aware, DOE has committed i n  the CERCLA Section I20 
Consent Agreement to meet with USEPA and OEPA to discuss ARARs 30 
days prior to delivery of any primary or seoondary document which 
makes ARM3 determination. In preparation for that meeting, Jack 
Craig has scheduled a meeting between DOE, WMCO, Lee Wan, and 
ASf/IT for Wednesday, May 9 a t  1O:OO a.n. in t h e  AS1 conference 
room t o  discuss the attached potential ARARs. I have ask John 
mazier to prepare a brief summary presentation for #at meeting, 

Should you have specific questions regarding t h i s  effort, please 
contact me os J o b  Frazier (615-690-3211) directly. 

\ *oJect Director 
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Memorandum 

M e .  
Apd 30, 1990 

TO: 
John Wood, Project Director 

Subiect: 

Identification of potendal ARARd is an integral part of the evaluation of remedial 
altematives for feasibility studies conducted under CERCLA. Guidance for 
development and screening of alternatives is given in Guidance for Conducting 
Remedial I e o n s  and Feasibilitv Studies Under C E R U  U.S. EPA (October 
1988). The yo& Plan fo r Conduc tinn the Sitewide Remedial Invatination and 

mbm Studv of the Peed Mated &Prod uction C e w .  Fernald. Ohio Revision 3 

(March 1988) was prepared in accordance with d d t  guidance documents and is 

consistent with the October 1988 U.S. EPA Guidance document. The Work Plan 

includes the 'Technical Approach of the Feasibility Studf, and specifically, 'Task 11: 
Development of Alternatives" and Task 12: Lnitial scrrening of Alternatives". The 
culmination of Tasks 11 and 12 are presented in the Task 12 Report". Identification 
of potential location-spedfic AIlARs and chemical-spedfic ARARs are made during Task 
11 in accordance dth the October 1988 US. EPA guidance document. Potential 

action-spedfic ARARS arc identified during the early stages of Task 12. 

. I .  

The U.S. DOE agreed in the C a m  Azr eement Under Q R t  Secdon 120 and 104 

(Federal Facilities Agreement P A ] )  dated April 1p90 to prepare draft Af\AR 

determinations ki accordance with Section 121 (d) (2) of CERCLA, the NCP and 
pertinent policy and guidance issued by U.S. €PA In accordance with the 

requirements of the P F q  the U S .  DOE has agreed to meet with the US. EPA and 

State Project Managers to identify and propose all potential ARARS pertinent KO a 
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primary report or secondary document that consists of or includes ARAR 

determinations. The dates for submission of draft primary documents by U.S. DOE to 

U.S. EPA are set forth in Section X of the FFA The firat draft primary report 

scheduled for submission to US. €PA is the Screedry of Altemativu (Task 12 

Report) fat Operable Unit 4, scheduled for J.une 4, 3990. 

The U.S. DOE has also agreed to meet with the U.S, EPA and State Project M w g a  

at least thirty (30) days prior to issuance of a draft report, to identify and propose, to 

the best of their ability all potential ARARS pertinent to the lpport being addressed. It 

is therefore appropriate that US, DOE schedule a meeting With US. EPA and the 

Project Manager from the State of Ohio on cx before May 4, 1990, to identify and 

propose the A U R s  pertinent to the Task 12 Report for Operable Unit 4. Since the 

Task 12 Report b the primary report through which U.S. DOE wiU notify U.S. EPA of 

the alternatives that will evaluated in detail, potential ARARs should be identified 

prior to submission of the Task 12 Report in order to comply With the requirements of 
tbe PPA and NCP 140 CFR 300,43O.(e) (9)). 

According to the requirements of the NCP, the U.S. DOE must identify ARARs, other 
pertinen! advisories, criteria or guidance related to specific actions in a timely manner 

and no later than the early staged of the Derailed Analpis of Alternatives (identified 

as Task 13 in the RI/FS Work Plan). The primary report by which identfficadon of 
ARARS pertinent to Task 13 activities will be reported to the U.S. EPA is the E 
m. For Operable Unit 4, the FS Report is scheduled for submission by U.S. DOE 
to U.S. EPA on November 25, 1990. Although not specifically required by the F F k  

ARARS pertinent to Task 13 activities for Operable Unit 4 should be reported and 

discussed With U.S. EPA and State Project Managers at the May 4, 1990 meeting to 

cornply with the requirements of the NCP and, more importantly, to resolve ARARs 
.. 

4 ,-. - , 
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at an early stage in order to avoid major changes in the Detailed Analysis of 
Alternatives. 

Enclosed is the list of currently identifiable potential ARARS for each of the eight 

remedial action alternatives for Operable Unit 4. The eight alternatives are: 

Alternative No, 1 - N o m o v a l ,  Cap, Sluny Wall 

Alternative No. 2 - N o m o d ,  Cap, Slurry Wall, In Situ Grout 

Alternative No. 3 - R e m d ,  Packaging, On-Site Disposal, Silo 3 

Altctnative No. 4 - Removal, Packaging, Off=Site Disposal, Silo 3 

Alternative No. 6 - Removal, Stabilization, Packaghg, On-Site Disposal, 

Alternative No. 7 - Removal, Stabbadon, Packaging, Off-Site Disposal, 

Alternative No. 8 Removal, Extraction, Stabilization, Packaging, On-Site 

silo 1 & 2 

silo 1 & 2 

Msposal, silo 1 & 2 

Disposal, silo 1 & 2 

Altenrative No. 9 - Removal, Extraction, Stabilization, Packaging, Off-Site 

Tbc tables list ARARs according to the categories: Substance-Spedfic, Area-Spedfic, 
and A c t i 0 n - S ~ ~ .  (These category tides will be changed to be consistent with NCP 

temnkology of Chemical-SpeMc, Location-Specitic, and Action-Specific). Criteria 

which do not meet the delinition of but which will assist in detumCning what 
is necessary to be protective of human health and the environment, or that are 
othtrwiae useful in developing remedies, are described 8s information to-be-considered 

RBC). DOE Orders are TBCs and will be used, as appmpriate, to complement use of, 
aad not he in competition with, ARARs. 

c 5 
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Submission of the enclosed tables to DOE and subsequent discussion of these potential 

ARARs with the US, EPA and State Project Managers will accomplish the near-tenn 
requirements of the FFA and the NCP for the FS actidties to date for operable Unit 4. 
Furthermore, bcause of the iteradw nature of the W S  process, ARAR identification 
will condnue throughout the W S  as a better understanding is gained of site 

conditions, contaminants within Operable Unit 4 and its environs, and remedial action 
alternatives, As noted in U.S. EPA guidance documents and in the NCP, ARARs 

identified during the early stages of the FS [eg. Tasks 12 and 13) will be refined 
throughout the preparation of the FS r e p o ~  (Tasks 15 and 16). 

Attachment 
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