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Mr. Joe LaGrone 
Manager 
United States Department of Energy 
O a k  Ridge Operations 
P.O. Box 2001 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37631-8501 

Dear Mr. LaCrone: 

On February 28, 1991, the Dispute Resolution Committee held a tele- 
conferensc on behalf of the Senior Executive Committee on the 
dis~uts regarding Operable Unit (OU) #3 Sni t ia l  Screening of 
Altknatives ( ISA) report . 
U.S.  EPA's Uispute regarding the I S A  report s t a r t e d  on December 21, 
1990, when U.S. EPA disapproved a revised draft ISA report. In 
accordance w i t h  the 1990 Consent Agreement, U.S. EPA initiated a 
dispute to prevent the document from going final. In a January 4 ,  
1991, l e t t e r ,  the United States Department of Energy (U.S. DOE) 
initiated a second dispute regarding U.S.  EPA disapproval and 
a88eaSmdnt of stipulated penalties,  U.S. DOE'S dispute regardinq 
the assessment of penalties ha8 been consolidated w i t h  other  C.S. 
DOE disputes on penalties. 

In the February 28, 1 9 9 1 ,  dispute resolution conference c a l l ,  U.S. 
EPA and U.S. DOE mutually agreed to resolve the two dispute8 that 
are currently before the Senior Sxacutive Committae. 0,s .  EPA and 
W.S. DOE agree &!'at all potential releases of hazardous subsrances 
in the production area are subject  to reSpen68 actions under the 
1990 CERCLA Consent Agreement, This includes, but is  n o t  limited 
to, all buildings, Waste, product, tanks, and mtoraqe areas in the 
production area and other suspect areas. 

Thus, U.S. EPA and U.S. DOE agree that the d r a f t  ISA report 
submitted to U . S .  EPA on November 21, 1990, is not, and w i l l  not 
become the primary f ina l  draft I S A  report=, as defined under the 
1990 COnSent Agreement. Instead, U,s. DOE agrees that it vi11 
submit a revised I S A  report for OW 13 that  minimally addresses the 
entire production and suspect areas 88 defined i n  U.S. EPA1s 
December 21, 1990, disapproval leiter. U.S. DOE w i l l  revam the 
draft I S A  report to address a l l  the deficiencies that U.S. EPA 
identified in G.S. EPA'e December 21, 2 9 9 0 ,  disapproval l e t t e r .  
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U . S .  DOE and U.S. EPA w i l l  work together to jointly develop an 
out l ine  far a rev ised  I S A  report for 00 # 3 .  U.S. DOE agrees to - submit t o  U.S. EPA for review and approval an outline for the 
revised ISA report w i t h i n  twenty-one (21) days of t h e  data of this 
l e t t e r .  

The outstanding dispute,  initiated by U . S .  DOE, on t h e  aesesoment 
of stipulated penalties for Ou 13 ISA r t y o r t  was combined w i t h  
similar disputes from OUs 1 4  and 15  on Jdiiuary 25, 1991,  and i s ,no t  
affected by this dacisian. This letter w i l l  80we to end the 
disputes raieed by U.S. EPA and U.S. DOE over U . S ,  EPAQ 
disapproval o f  the report, based on the agreement that  the report 
will be revised to include the infarmatfan an8 area8 doscribmd 
above and i n  W.S. EPA's December 21, 1990, letter. In light of 
this agreement, U.S. DOE'S dispute over U.S.  EPA's di8approval of 
t h e  ISA report is moot an4 both partior agree that the disputes do 
not need to be elevated beyond the Senior Executive Committee. 

If you concur w i t h  ending these disputes and the position contained 
harain, ploase sign +his l e t t e r  and raturn it to me. 
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Agreed tQ by: 

Manager 
Oak R l  dge Operations 
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4 f q/ 
Date 

cc: Graham Mf tchell , OEPA 
Leo Duffy, U.S. DOE - NQ 




