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Department of Energy . CERCLA
. Oak Ridge Operations
P. 0. Box E JTeen 2l
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831 o’z gqy

February 11, 1988
DOE 494-88

Mr. William £E. Muno, Chief, RCRA Enforcement Section
Hazerdous Waste Enforcement Branch

kaste Management Division

U.S. EPA, Region V, Mail Code 5HE-12

230 South Dearborn Street, 12th Floor

Chicago, I1linois 60604

Dear Mr. Muno:
RI/FS WORK PLAN REVISION 2 - FEED MATERIALS PRODUCTION CENTER (FMPC)

Reference is made to your-letters to me dated February £, 1988, regarding a
briefing held for your staff on December 21, 1987, and to the letter dated
December 21, 1987, transmitting both Environmental Protection Agency, Region V
(EPA-V) and Ohio EPA comments on the RI/FS Work Plan (WP), Revision 1. .

The briefing held for your agency on Decempber 21, 1987, was to discuss the
current data base on soil sampling results collected to support a litigation
case. The Department of Energy (DOE) maintains the position that the existing
data, collected on a sampling grid calculated by probability Kriging, can be
technically justified. The EPA Environmental Monitoring Systems Laboratory in
Las Vegas, Nevada justified the use of Kriging in the past for determining the
magnitude and extent of lead contamination from smelting operations.

While we believe the existing data base is adequate for Phase I of the Remedial
Investigation, we have agreed to incorporate the additional soil sampling
outlined in your letter into the RI/FS Work Plan, Revision 2, to satisfy
EPA-V's concern on the adequacy of the existing data base.

In addition to the above, several other responses incorporated into the RI/FS
WP, Revision 2, were discussed and agreed to in a meeting held on February 4,
1988, between DOE and vour agency. The opportunity to meet with your staff on
issues wnich have now been successfully resolved is appreciated. I partic-
ularly appreciate the efforts of Catherine McCord in discussions and final
resolution of outstanding issues. We are anxious to begin work under a EPA-V
and Ohio EPA approved Work Plan in order to meet the schedule outlined for both
agencies {see RI/FS WP Revision 2, Tab Section 1, Page 5-14 to 6-22). Enclosed
is the RI/FS WP, Revision 2, in response to your comments dated December 21,
1987. We are in the process of revising all supplemental documents to
incorporate agreed to changes in the Work Plan. These documents will be
submitted to vour office prior to March 31, 198S.
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Mr. William E. Muno -2- February 11, 1988

We look forward to your timely response on this transmittal. If you have any
comments or additional information is needed prior to your approval of the Work
°ian, please contact Margaret Wilson of our Environmental Protection Division
at FTS 626-8528.

Sincerely,

a

James A. Reafsnyde
SE-31:Wilson Site Manager
Enclosure:
nI/FS WP, Rev. 2

(Copy #5)

cc w/enclosure:
C. McCord, EPA-V

cc w/o enclosure:

J. Saric, EPA-V

M. Gould, EPA-V
W. Franz, EPA-VY
Amy Blumber, EPA-V
G. Mitchell, OEPA

—=3P(. R. Conner, WMCO

R. N. Collier, ER-12
E. A. Jordan, DP-122
R. A. Geiger, EH-232
M. Wilson, SE-31





