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' 4  . Department of Energy 
Fernrld Lnvlronmentrt Manrgommt Prolrct 

P.O. Box 398705 
Clncinnatl, Ohlo 46239-8105 

(513) 738-6337 

Mr. James A. Sarlc, Remedlal Project Director 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region V - 5HR-12 
230 South Dearbarn Street 
Chicago, Illlnoto 60604 

Mr. Graham E. Mitchell Project Manager 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
40 South Maln Street 
Dayton, Ohlo 45402-2086 

Dear Mr. Saric and Mr. Mftchell: 
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WORK PLAN - SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NUMBER 15 

The purpose of thls letter is to transmlt, for your review and approval,  the 
revised Removal Action Work Plan for the Scrap Metal Piles. The revised work 
plan I s  accompanied by a set o f  responses and actions addressing each o f  the 
speciffc comnents received from the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency ( U S .  EPA) and the general concern wtth the lack o f  d e t a i l  conveyed by 
the Ohlo Environmental Protection Agency (Ohio EPA). 
A t  the Program Managers' Meeting on Tuesday, March 31, the Department o f  
Energy (DOE) advised the U.S. EPA and Ohio EPA that an extenston for the 
submittal of the revised work plan was gatng to be requested. However, after 
additional consideration, DOE has decided than an extension would not be 
requested, and tha t  the work plan  would be revised and submitted for your 
review and approval, DOE requests that U.S. EPA approve this revlseb Removal 
Action Work Plan as a "programmatic" Removal Action Work Plan with the 
commitment that detailed Removal Actlon Project Plans will be provided t a  the 
U.S. €PA and Ohlo €PA for review and-approvaiLfor-both-phases- and--I-I-of-thls- - 
RW@oval-AEttoKjFprlTFto~~ initiation o f  any f ie ld-  acttvftiss. - - - - ~ _ _  

If you or your staff have any questions, please contact Robert Janke at FTS 
774-6883 or (513) 738-6883, 

S I  ncerel y , 

FN; Janke 

Enclosure: As Stated 

&ck R. Crafg 
Fernald Remedial Action 
Project Manager 

@ Recvcled and Recyclable <$ 000001 
. .  
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cc w/enc.: 

J. 3. Fiore, EM-42, TREV 
K. A.  Hayes, EM-424, TREV 
J. Benettl USEPA-V, AT-183 
M. Butler, USEPA-V, SCS-TUB-3 
J Kwasni ewski OEPA-Col umbus 
P I  Harri s, OEPA-Dayton 
MI Proffitt, OEPA-Dayton 
T .  Schneider, OEPA-Dayton 
T. W .  Hahne, PRC 
L.  August, GeoTrans 
R. 1. Glenn, P a r t o n s  
0. J, Carr, WEMCO 
L. S .  Farmer, WEMCO 
J b  P .  Hopper, WEMCO 
J. 0. Wood, ASI/IT 
J. E. Razor, ASI/IT 
AR Coordlnatar, WEMCO 
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6 0 4 5  
RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 

SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 
WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

1. The removal action (RA) Work Plan does not d e t a i l  t he  sampling approach, 
sampling procedures, o r  ana ly t ica l  o r  screening methods t h a t  will be used 
t o  charac te r ize  the scrap metal. Section 4.0 ind ica tes  t h a t  a project-  
s p e c i f i c  sampling and ana lys i s  p l a n  will be provided by the U.S. 
Department of Energy's (DOE) subcontractor before f i e l d  a c t i v i t i e s  a re  
i n i t i a t e d .  The sampling and ana lys i s  plan will then be reviewed and 
approved by DOE. However, an adequate sampling and ana lys i s  plan will be 
required before the  U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) approval. 

RESPONSE: Since the  d ispos i t ion  of t he  recoverable scrap metal and copper i s  
being handled through a Request-for-Proposal (RFP) format (See 
Appendix B of the  revised work plan f o r  the RFP f o r  phase I ) ,  which 
only d e t a i l s  performance-type spec i f i ca t ions  f o r  the  subcontractors,  
the various cont rac tor  proposals received have shown a va r i e ty  of 
technical  approaches. Therefore u n t i l  award of the cont rac t  t o  the  
successful bidder, more de t a i l ed  Removal Action Project  Plans 
(RAPPs) can not be made ava i lab le .  USDOE requests t h a t  USEPA 
approve t h i s  "programmatic" Removal Action work p l a n  w i t h  the  
commitment from USDOE t h a t  the  RAPPs wi l l  be provided t o  EPA f o r  
t h e i r  review and approval a f t e r  award of the respect ive cont rac ts .  

USDOE will provide the  specific sampling and ana lys i s  plans of t he  
successful subcontractors i n  the submittal of the de ta i l ed  RAPPs t o  
USEPA f o r  t h e i r  review and approval fo r  both phases I and I1 of this  
Removal Action. The Removal Action work plan has been revised t o  
re f1  e c t  these added milestones. 

2'. DOE: i nvoke.35 Oh& ,emergency .'respon's:e procedures of the National O i  1 and 
Hazardous SubsXance - Pol 1 u'tlon? Contingency P1 ah,' . (NCP) , 40 CFR 

not! completed'6W removal s i t e  evaluation (RSE) f o r  the!;f?:t'e. I t  would 
more-appropria.t& t o  coipl e W t h e  RSE, i n i t i a t e :  an acti'on:%emorandum, L' ' thgn 
co'nduct t he  Rh',,?i& procedurk DOEL.. uses ' ' for" other  RAs .jr 

300';: 41 5 ( b  j'( 2 :to Ju.iSt:i fy  cdn;;lu&ihg the :  RA on an expedited bas is  . j ,  Th 
- - - j u.s-t-i-flii-c-a-t-i-o es;not seemlappropti ate:,;, consi-deri ng. t h ~ . .  fact. that DOE h 

iil? 
.. . .. 

- i . t \  ;>: usDQTE!&iid USEP#. jojntl$s%gbeed; .upo,n,; t h i  $($emoval ' i .action ;tin.. the:!- R.ESpOMSE.: ' 
Amended' Cohs,ent ' Agreement -negotiations:, :JEibwever;s USDOEwdbes, no%Ec. 
cgnsider"'ttiisi. an. emerqency .response, a c t  i o'rt.:. Th3 o6j:eCt.i ve d'f th'i C-'t . ' .' 

.,+,i2;..j 
Removal Action , iS'to remove a ~otene'ial.lLVsigni.W'dant!' source1 ter?n,o.f::jI' 
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: 
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

GENERAL COMMENTS [con’ t 1 

3 .  The RA work plan should include provision for providing reports to the 
EPA. Also, the RA work plan must include an interim data transmittal and 
a final RA report as a project deliverable. At a minimum, the interim 
data transmittal should include unval idated data and any deviations or 
modifications to the RA work plan. At a minimum, the final RA work plan 
should include all validated data, a description of sampling locations, a 
description of sampling and removal activities, conclusions and 
recommendations (including a description of the 1 imitations of the 
completed RA), and a description of any issues and their resolution during 
the RA or issues that may require additional investigation or RA outside 
of the scope of the RA work plan. 

RESPONSE: The text of the Removal Action work plan has been revised to reflect 
the submittal of a final Removal Action Report following each phase 
of the proposed action. The final Removal Action report will 
include a summarization of all collected data and a discussion of 
the sampling and removal action activities. Interim progress 
reporting will be accomplished through the established Consent 
Agreement monthly reports. 

4. Quality assurance (QA) criteria should be specifically referenced and 
should include the following: (1) data quality objectives; (2) analytical 
parameters and procedures; (3) QA objectives for quantitative 1 imits, 
precision, accuracy, completeness, representiveness, and comparabil i ty; 
(4) calibration procedures and frequencies; (5) sample custody, 
preservation, containerization, and holding time procedures; (6) field QA 
sampl i ng procedures and frequencies for trip blanks, field bl anks , and 
field duplicates; (7) sampling network rationale and design; (8) internal 
quality control (QC) checks; (9) data reduction, Val idation, and reporting 

maintenance procedures; (12) specific routine procedures to assess data 
precision, accuracy, and completeness; (13) corrective action protocols; 
and (14) QA procedures to report to management. 

The detailed RAPPs will include Sampling and Analysis Plans and a 
discussion of the quality assurance criteria to be followed for each 
phase of the proposed action. As identified in the response to 
General Comment Number 1 the detailed RAPPs will be provided to 
USEPA for review and approval prior to initiation of field 
activities. 

- 
- - procedures; (10) system and performance - audi-ts; (-11) preventati-ve -. 

RESPONSE: 
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

GENERAL COMMENTS (can't) 

5. The RA work plan schedule (Section 3.3) i s  contingent on EPA approval of 
the RA work plan before the subcontractor 's  submittal of key work-plan- 
r e l a t ed  documents. The RA work plan must be complete document and specify 
the subcontractor, the subcontractors sampling methods, and the  
subcontractors procedures, before EPA can approve i t .  

Since the d ispos i t ion  of the recoverable scrap metal and copper i s  
being handled through a Request-for-Proposal (RFP) format (See 
Appendix B of the revised work plan f o r  the RFP f o r  phase I ) ,  which 
only d e t a i l s  performance-type spec i f ica t ions  fo r  the subcontractors ,  
the  various contractor  proposals received have shown a va r i e ty  of 
approaches. Therefore u n t i l  award of the  contract  t o  the successful 
bidder ,  more de t a i l ed  RAPPs can not be made ava i lab le .  USDOE 
requests t h a t  USEPA approve this "programmatic" Removal Action work 
plan with the commitment from USDOE t h a t  the RAPPs will be provided 
t o  EPA for t h e i r  review and approval a f t e r  award of the respect ive 
contracts .  

RESPONSE: 

The t e x t  of the  Removal Action Work Plan will be revised t o  r e f l e c t  
of the submittal of de t a i l ed  RAPPs t o  the USEPA f o r  review and 
approval p r i o r  t o  i n i t i a t i o n  of f i e l d  a c t i v i t i e s .  

Removal Action, sect ion 2.0 - This work plan descr ibes  the proposed a c t i v i t i e s  
t o  implement the removal f o r  the Scrap Metal P i les  (Removal Action #15) a t  
the FEMP. The d i spos i t ion  of t he  recoverable scrap metals ( fe r rous ,  non- 
fe r rous  and copper) constitute this removal action. This removal action 
is  t o  be accomplished w i t h  the use of commercial services se lec ted  by the 
DOE; in te res ted  bidders submitted- proposals based upon the Request f o r  
Proposal (RFP), which s t a t e s  the tasks involved i n  the  removal act ion,  
issued by the DOE. 

-This work-plan- does -not--c-liar-ly-state-the-means -by wh-ich- the xemo.v-al _ _  - 
-ac t ion  i s  t o  be implemented. The work p lan-s ta tes - tha t  the subcontractors - - 

f o r  both phases of a c t i v i t i e s  a re  t o  generate,  for  DOE approval, task 
s p e c i f i c  work plans p r io r  t o  beginning work on the FEMP s i t e .  Since the 
subcontractor-generated task specific work plans will contain s ign i f i can t  
information on the processing of roughly 7000 tons of scrap metal, with 
much of  t h i s  metal being rad io logica l ly  contaminated, these  t a sk  spec i f i c  
work plans should also be approved by the USEPA and the Ohio EPA. The 
Removal Action Number 15 Work Plan should c l ea r ly  s t a t e  this i f  i t  i s  t o  
be approved by the  USEPA. 

RESPONSE: The USDOE wil l  rev ise  the  removal act ion work plan t o  incorporate 
USEPA's approval of the de ta i led  RAPPs prior t o  the  i n i t i a t i o n  of 
processing and d ispos i t ion  of both the  recoverable scrap metal p i l e s  
and scrap copper p i l e s .  

000005 
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

1. Section 1.0, page 1,  second full paragraph: To comply w i t h  NCP [40 CFR 
300.415(a)(l], the RSE should first be completed, and then an act ion 
memorandum should then be completed t h a t  determines the appropriate  extent  
of act ion.  I f  an RA i s  necessary, then the RA work plan should be 
f i n a l  ized. 

RESPONSE: USDOE and USEPA j o i n t l y  agreed upon t h i s  removal ac t ion  in the 
Amended Consent Agreement negot ia t ions.  The d r a f t  RSE has been 
completed, a f i n a l  review is  cur ren t ly  underway. The RSE and Action 
Memorandum should be ava i lab le  by the end of April 1992. 

2. Section 1.3, page 5 ,  fourth f u l l  paragraph: DOE s t a t e s  t h a t  "elevated 
uranium concentrations i n  fug i t i ve  airborne re leases  have been detected 
near the scrap metal piles." Analytical results f o r  samples from Air 
Monitoring Location No. 9 a re  c i t e d  as  evidence of r e l ease  from the  scrap 
metal p i l e s .  EPA notes t h a t  only one of the nine s i t e  area a i r  monitoring 
loca t ions  (Air Monitoring Location No. 9) i s  close t o  the f a c i l i t y .  This 
a i r  monitoring loca t ion  i s  a l so  down gradient  of o ther  suspected s i t e  
sources. I t  does not appear j u s t i f i e d ,  a t  this time, t o  i n i t i a t e  an 
emergency response act ion based on a i r  monitoring information t h a t  cannot 
be t i e d  d i r e c t l y  t o  the scrap metal p i l e s .  As noted above, the RSE should 
be completed and evaluated before i n i t i a t i n g  this RA. 

RESPONSE: USDOE and USEPA j o i n t l y  agreed upon this removal action i n  the 
Amended Consent Agreement negotiations.  USDOE does not consider 
this an emergencv response act ion.  However, this Removal Action 
removes a known source term of hazardous substances a t  the FEMP s i t e  
and documents the interim response t o  the Administrative Record. A 
f i n a l  review of the  RSE is  underway, and the RSE should be ava i lab le  

-by- the -end- of-Apr-i-1- 1992. - - The--findings 0.f t he  -RSE wil l  be 
- ~ _  - considered i n -  the development of the-RAPPs. - - - .  
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS (can't) 

3 .  Section 1.4, page 7,  f i r s t  f u l l  paragraph: As noted in General Comment, 
No. 2, DOE invokes the emergency response c r i t e r i a  of the NCP t o  j u s t i f y  
t h e  RA. EPA notes tha t  an RSE has been i n i t i a t e d  and i t s  f indings should 
be evaluated before conducting the  RA. 

RESPONSE: USDOE evaluated the conditions of the  scrap metal p i l e s  p r i o r  t o  
recommending tha t  the d ispos i t ion  of the recoverable scrap metal 
p i l e s  be included in the Amended Consent Agreement as Removal Action 
Number 15. Furthermore, USDOE and USEPA j o i n t l y  agreed upon this 
Removal Action in the Amended Consent Agreement negot ia t ions.  USDOE 
does not consider t h i s  an emeraencv response ac t ion ;  however, the 
purpose of t h i s  removal act ion is  t o  remove a known source of 
hazardous substances a t  the FEMP s i t e  and document the  act ion t o  the 
Administrative Record. A f i n a l  review of the RSE i s  underway, and 
the RSE should be avai lable  by the  end of April 1992. The f indings 
of the RSE will  be considered in the  development of RAPPs for each 
phase of the  Removal Action. 

4. Section 1.5, page 8, f i r s t  f u l l  paragraph: DOE has not provided 
convincing evidence t h a t  the scrap metal p i l e s  are the  "source term" f o r  
"unacceptable" exposure. DOE should ind ica te  t h a t  t he  scrap metal p i l e s  
are one potential  source and e i t h e r  def ine "unacceptable exposure" or 
remove t h i s  term from the work plan. 

RESPONSE: The text has been revised t o  . ind ica te  t h a t  the scrap metal p i l e s  are 
a po ten t i a l .  contr ibutor  t o  t he  observed elevated readings in  the 
selected a i r  monitoring s t a t i o n s .  Furthermore, t he  terminology 
"unacceptable" was removed from the  t e x t .  

--- _- ~ _ _  - ~- __ ~- ~ -. - -- -~ - ___. -- 

~ _ _  . .  ~ . .  ~ ~ ~-~ ~. - ~. 

5.  Section 2.0, page 8, fourth f u l l  paragraph: DOE should provide -the 
s p e c i f i c  c r i t e r i a  fo r  determining unres t r ic ted  re lease  of recovered 
metals. 

RESPONSE: These c r i t e r i a  are  es tabl ished in DOE Order 5400.5, and a re  
generally consis tent  with the  standards of the  NRC, Section 4, 
"Decontamination fo r  re lease f o r  unrestr ic ted use" of Regulatory 
Guide 1.86. However, i t  i s  conceivable t h a t  a subcontractor could 
u t i l i z e  more r e s t r i c t i v e  c r i t e r i a .  DOE Order 5400.5 i s  provided 
within the RFP fo r  phase I which i s  provide as an attachment t o  the 
revised Removal Action work p l a n .  
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS (con't)  

6. Section 2.0,  page 8, last paragraph: The scope of the RA i s  inadequately 
defined; i t  seems wholly contingent on responses t o  the request  f o r  
proposal (RFP). 

RESPONSE: USDOE agrees t h a t  this Removal Action work plan does not f u l l y  
specify the technical  approach and d e t a i l s  f o r  the d ispos i t ion  of 
the recoverable scrap  metal. However, USDOE reques ts  t h a t  USEPA 
approve this "programmatic" Removal Action work plan w i t h  the  
commitment t h a t  the s p e c i f i c  project  plans (RAPPs) will be provided 
t o  the USEPA f o r  t h e i r  review and approval f o r  both phases I and I 1  
p r io r  t o  the i n i t i a t i o n  of  any f i e l d  a c t i v i t i e s .  Again, the RFP has 
been provided as  an appendix t o  the revised Removal Action work plan 
t o  provide EPA with a b e t t e r  understanding of the proposed Phase I 
a c t i v i t i e s .  DOE will provide the Phase I1 RFP when i t  becomes 
avai 1 ab1 e. 

DOE should more c l e a r l y  def ine the scope of the RA. 

7.  Section 2 .1 ,  page 9, fourth ful l  paragraph: DOE s t a t e s  t h a t  the 
"subcontractor must be f u l l y  operational within 45 days a f t e r  the cont rac t  
i s  awarded." This schedule does not allow f o r  EPA review and approval of  
proposed subcontractor 's  methods t h a t  include the work plan 's  scope of  
work and the s i t e  s p e c i f i c  sampling plan. 

RESPONSE: The requirement t h a t  the "subcontractor must be fu l ly  operational 
w i t h i n  45 days after the subcontract i s  awarded" i s  contractual  
language t o  advise the subcontractors t o  a l l o c a t e  s u f f i c i e n t  
resources i n  their  corporate  planning t o  s t a r t  this task a t  the 
d i r ec t ion  of the USDOE and t h a t  mobilization delays will not be 
to le ra ted .  This phrase was taken d i r e c t l y  from Sect ion C.4 of  the 
RFP document . 
The removal act ion work plan has been revised t o  - r equ i r e  USEPA 
review and approval of  the de ta i l ed  project  plans (RAPPs) submitted 
by the successful subcontractors a f t e r  t he  cont rac ts  a r e  awarded and 
p r i o r  t o  f i e l d  implementation of the removal ac t ion .  

- - -  . - - 
- 

USDOE has provided the RFP document for Phase I ac t iv i t i e s  as  an 
attachment t o  the revised Removal Action work plan f o r  addi t ional  
supporting documentation. DOE will  provide the Phase I1  RFP when i t  
becomes avai 1 ab1 e. 
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS (can't) 

8. Section 3.3, page 13, f i rs t  full paragraph: The schedule incor rec t ly  
presents work plan approval before award of the RFP and submission and 
review of subcontractor documents. Also, the schedule should include the 
del ivery of a f i n a l  RA repor t .  

RESPONSE: The USDOE has revised the schedule within the Removal Action work 
plan, t o  include the  submittal of a Removal Action f i n a l  repor t  and 
t o  ind ica te  t h a t ,  the de ta i led  project  plans (RAPPs) will be 
submitted t o  USEPA f o r  review and approval p r i o r  t o  f i e l d  
implementation of the Removal Action. 

9. Section 4.0, page 13, second fu l l  paragraph: As noted i n  General Comment 
No. 1, the sampling plan must be more de ta i led .  I t  should, a t  a minimum, 
include sampling methods, r a t iona le  for t a r g e t  compounds, da t a  q u a l i t y  
objectives,  the sampling approach and r a t iona le ,  sample hand1 ing 
procedures, method de tec t ion  1 imi t s ,  ana ly t ica l  methods, ana ly t ica l  
laborator ies ,  an t ic ipa ted  sample numbers and loca t ions ,  and da ta  q u a l i t y  
procedures (and frequencies) f o r  f i e l d  dupl ica tes ,  blanks, and matrix 
spikes. 

I 

RESPONSE: USDOE will provide the spec i f i c  sampling and ana lys i s  plans of the 
successful subcontractor in  the submittal of the de ta i l ed  RAPPs. 
The Removal Action work plan has been revised t o  reflect this added 
mi 1 estone. 

Page 4. section 1.2. Dara. 1 - Uranium concentrations of the copper ingots  should 
a t  very least  be roughly s t a t e d  t o  offer insight  on the d i f f i c u l t y  i n  the i r  
d ispos i t ion .  

. -  RESPONSE: -USDOE will provide--a rough e s t i m a t e - o f  the r e su l t i ng  range o f  
uranium contamination levels within copper ingots  made from the 
scrap copper p i l e  i n  the Scrap Metal P i l e s  Removal Action #15 Work 
Plan. Uranium concentrations within the copper ingots  a re  estimated 
t o  be a maximum of 70 pCi/g. 

- -  - __ - 
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RESPONSES TO REVIEW COMMENTS FOR 
SCRAP METAL PILES REMOVAL ACTION NO. 15 

WORK PLAN REVIEW COMMENTS 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS (can't) 

Page 4. section 1.2. definitions - When defining "HIGH-COUNT" and "LOW-COUNT," 
the full terms "HIGH-COUNT SCRAP METAL" and "LOW-COUNT SCRAP METAL" should be 
used with the stated definitions. Unless the instrumentation to detect alpha 
contamination is calibrated to a specific radioisotope, "disintegrations per 
minute" cannot be measured for that isotope. The general practice in measuring 
alpha contamination is to take measurements in "counts per minute" when a variety 
of contaminates are involved. The term "probe area" should be replaced with 
"window area" to clearly indicate the active part of the alpha detector. 
Further, the units used to state the window area should be shown in parentheses 
just as "dpm" is indicated. 

RESPONSE: The text has been revised to reflect this comment. 

Paqe 8. section 2.0, Dara. 3 - Since the DOE cannot presume all aspects of the 
submitted proposals, but can only conceptualize the aspects, the review process 
by a Source Evaluation Board should be detailed. It is important that the 
criteria for selecting the subcontractors is explained since the DOE is not clear 
as to what disposition methods are to be implemented, but only those methods 
which are to be emphasized. 

RESPONSE: USDOE agrees that this Removal Action work plan does not fully 
specify the technical approach and details for the disposition o f  
the recoverable scrap metal. However, USDOE requests that USEPA 
approve this "programmatic" Removal Action work plan with the 
commitment that the specific project plans (RAPPs) will be provided 
to the USEPA for their review and approval for both phases I and 1 1 .  
prior to the initiation of any field activities. Again, the RFP has 
been provided as an appendix to the revised Removal Action work plan 
to provide €PA with a better understanding of the proposed Phase I 
activities. DOE wi 1 1  provide the Phase 1-1 - RFP--when- it -becomes ~- - 

avai 1 ab1 e. 
- _ -  - 

The specific scoring criteria used by the Source Evaluation Board is 
sensitive information at this time since subcontractor Best and 
Final Offers have yet to evaluated. Generally, these criteria score 
the subcontractors responsiveness in environmental terms, management 
capabilities, utilization of BDAT, period of performance, quality 
program, and cost. 

Section L (L.22 - L.25) of the RFP list the specifics requested from 
the offerors for inclusion in the proposals. USDOE has provided the 
RFP document as an appendix to the revised removal action work plan 
as additional supporting documentation. 




