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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 5 
77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 

‘E R H A L D 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

ZOO3 JUL 25 A 10: 20 

Mr. Johnny W. Reising 
United States Department of Energy 
Feed Materials Production Center 
P.O. Box 398705  
Cincinnati, Ohio 4 5 2 3 9 - 8 7 0 5  

~ 

REPLY TO THE ATEMION OF 

I-fC’.., >‘,’: 
-- . --7 

SRF-6J 

RE: SCQ Document Change 
Requests 2 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has 
completed its review of the United States Department of Energy’s 
(U.S. DOE) May 28,  2003 ,  Document Change Requests (DCR) to the 
Sitewide Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act Quality Assurance Project Plan (SCQ), previously 
finalifed on July 28,  1 9 9 8 .  

Although the majority of the DCRs to the SCQ are minor and appear 
adequate, U.S. EPA has attached comments on the DCRs that must be 
addressed. Therefore, U.S. EPA disapproves the DCRs to the SCQ. 
U.S. DOE must submit responses to U.S. EPA comments, incorporate 
the DCRs into the SCQ and submit a revised SCQ to U.S. EPA within 
thirty ( 3 0 )  days receipt of this letter. 

Please contact me at ( 3 1 2 )  8 8 6 - 0 9 9 2  if you have any questions 
regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, j 

Remedial Pro] ect .Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 -- 
Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Sally Robison, U . S .  DOE-HDQ 
Jamie Jameson, Fluor Fernald 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald 
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 
llSITEWIDE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE, 

COMPENSATION, AND LIABILITY ACT QUALITY ASSURANCE 
PROJECT PLAN DOCUMENT CHANGE REQUESTS" 

FEWALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT 

GENERAL COMMENT 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  Not applicable (NA) Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  1 
Comment: As noted in the transmittal letter, most of the 

document change requests (DCR) for the "Sitewide 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act Quality Assurance Project Plan" (SCQ) involve 
minor technical and typographical corrections. In general, 
these corrections are adequate. 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  DCR 2002-020 Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
originai Specific Comment #:  1 
Comment: This DCR provides a revision of Table 6-1, which - 

details sample containers, preservation method, and holding 
times. Among the changes is a total revision of the 
footnotes. However, the version of the table in the DCR has 
many apparent errors in footnote citations, especially in 
the column for preservation methods. For instance, on Page 
1 of 9, several entries of "cool" cite footnote 6, which is 
now footnote 7. Similarly, on Page 3 of 9, the footnote 
cited for the ascorbic acid preservative for cyanide 
analysis is 13 but should be 10. All the erroneous footnote 
citations in the table should be corrected. 

On Page 1 of 9 of revised Table 6-1, the sample holding time 
for flash point analysis of concentrated waste is listed as 
28 days. Most of the waste components that determine the 
flash point are volatile organic compounds (VOC). 
Therefore, the sample holding time for VOC analysis, 
14 days, should be considered foc.the flash point analysis. 

On Page 7 of 9 of revised Table 6-1, the containers for soil 
samples for VOC analysis are listed as 2 2-ounce, wide- 
mouth, glass containers with Teflon septum liners. Since 
December 22, 1997, U . S .  EPA Region 5 has required use of 
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Method 5Q35 for collection of soil samples for VOC analysis. 
The table should be revised to reflect this requirement. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Skit 
Section # :  DCR 2002-021 Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment #:  2 
Comment: The text of this DCR updates Table G-1, which lists 

acceptable analytical methods. Analysis for methylene blue 
active substances (surfactants) is included in the DCR, but 
this analysis is deleted from Table 6-1 by DCR 2002-020. 
The DCRs and tables should be made internally consistent in 
this respect. 

DCR 2002-021 identifies the reduction/oxidation potential 
analytical method as "ASTM-1498," which is ambiguous because 
the American Society of Testing and Materials has seven 
series for specifications and methods that are 
differentiated by letter designations. The citation should 
be revised to "ASTM D 1498" so that it is not confused with 

, ASTM C 1498; E 1498; or F 1498. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  DCR 2002-029 Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Origindl Specific Comment # :  3 
Comment: This DCR states that a revised Appendix D.2 is 

attached, but only one page with no attachments is included 
in this DCR. The revised appendix should be provided for 
review. 

Section D.2.3 in the April 2003 SCQ lists current data 
validation guidance, including U.S. EPA's guidance documents 
f o r  validation of organic and inorganic data. In August 
2002, U.S. EPA issued a similar guidance document for 
validation of data for chlorinated dioxins, and furans which 
are listed as "dioxins" in Table G-1. This guidance 
document is available at 
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/programs/clp/guidance.htm. 
This SCQ's guidance document should be identified here and 
in the SCQ's reference section, which is revised in DCR 
2002-030. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section #:  DCR 2002-031 Page # :  NA-. Lines # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: In this DCR, the revisions of Sections 10.2 and 10.3 

cite Table G-2 for inorganic and organic analytical methods, 
while the revised Section 10.4 cites Table G - 3  for 
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radiometric quality control requirements. However,_in the 
April 2003 SCQ, Table G-1 lists analytical methods, Table 
G-2 lists quality requirements for certain radiometric 
procedures, and Table G-3 lists highest allowable minim& 
detectable concentrations for some radioisotopes. Unless the 
SCQ tables involved are to be renumbered, the table 
citations identified above should be revised for accuracy. 
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