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Rocky Mountain
Remediation Services, L.L.C.

. . . protecting the environment

503 sese2es

November 20, 1997

M. T. Aycock

SEG of Colorado

Building T130F

Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site

RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT (RCRA) CHARACTERIZATION
OF WASTE STREAMS FROM THE DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING
(D&D) OF BUILDING 123 THAT ARE COATED WITH METAL BEARING PAINTS

— TAH-003-97

PURPQSE

The purpose of this letter is to request SEG of Colorado (SEG) to prepare a RCRA
Characterization Report for waste streams coated with paint from the D&D of Building 123.
This document will be submitted to Rocky Mountain Remediation Services, L. L. C. ( MRS)
for review and comment and will subsequently be submitted through authorized chain-of-
command to the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE).

DISCUSSION

Chris Gilbreath, CDPHE, called and reminded me that an Action Item detailing how RMRS was
characterizing waste streams that were coated with lead based paints had not been resolved.
Chris explained that Gary Konwinski, RMRS Environmental had proposed developing a
sitewide model that could be used to evaluate paint coated waste streams from D&D
operations throughout Rocky Flats. To my knowledge, this model has not been developed.
Without the benefit of a sitewide evaluation, Building 123 will have to comply with 40 CFR
262.11 and conduct a hazardous waste determination on all solid wastes that are generated
using either Process Knowledge and/or analytical data. It appears that a determination has
been made that the paint coated wastes from Building 123 are not hazardous waste. | am
requesting that SEG develop a written explanation that will be forwarded to CDPHE for
concurrence.

The following questions need to be addressed in order to complete this evaluation:

1. Is this evaluation based upon samples of the waste streams that were either
representative or statistically valid? What method(s) were used to determine how
many, where, and what kind of samples would be taken?

2. SEG's Lead Characterization Report states that 21 samples were taken. Of these, 16
had levels of lead and/or chromium that might fail TCLP testing. Were these samples
ever tested using TCLP method? If not, what samples were tested using TCLP and
how was it determined which samples would be tested? Were the samples containing
the highest values for lead and chromium tested (worst case scenario)? The highest
total metal values for these samples are 15,000 ppm chromium (MS 025) and 14,000
ppm lead (MS 040).

3. For those paint chips that fail TCLP for either lead or chromium, do we plan on
conducting coring (to obtain a representative sample of the waste stream) or will we
calculate the volume of paint vs total waste form to arrive at a ppm concentration?
Building 886 is conducting two inch cores for their evaluation.
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4. On what documents is this evaluation based? These documents should be identified
in our justification. | propose providing the following documents to Chris to support our
characterization: Characterization Protocols; Reconnaissance Level Characterization
Report; Reconnaissance Level Characterization Plan; Lead Characterization Report;
copies of any TCLP analytical samples; and SEGs evaluation of this issue including a
justification of the representative nature of our sampling.

5. If necessatry, is there enough unused sample available from the total metal analysis to
run TCLPs on selected samples? Is the laboratory that conducted the totals capable
tc::‘_oqnducting TCLP testing? Mary, please contact your analytical laboratory regarding

is issue. '

| recommend scheduling a meeting with Chris Gilbreath, a Kaiser-Hill representative
(Greg Sollner), Gary Konwinski, Mary Aycock, and myself to present our evaluation. In
addition, this data should then be submitted to Gary Konwinski to support a sitewide
model/evaluation.

RESPONSE R IREMENT.

Preparation of a RCRA Characterization Report for paint covered wastes generated from the
D&D of Building 123. If you have any questions in regard to this document, please contact
me at extension 7652 or page me at digital pager 4119.

JhHepl..

T. A. Hopkins, Compliance
Engineering/Construction/Decommissioning/Facilities
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