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ATTN: Rocky Flats Project Manager,
999 18th Street, Suite 500, 8WM-C
Denver, Colorado 80202-2405

S

Mr. Joe Schieffelin, Unit Leader

Hazardous Waste Control Program

Colorado Deparunent of Public Health and Enviroament
4300 Cherrv Creek Drive South

Denver, Coiorado 80222-1530

Gentlemcn:

Enclosed is the final version of the Operable Unit (OU) | Proposed Plan (Plan). You will
note 2 charge 1n the preferred remedy from that presenied in the last draft Plan dated
February 1995 Based on the events that have transpiced on Lhis project since our iast
joint revizw of the document on May 1§, 1995, the focus of the Plan has changad
considerably. Speciiically, the Departmznt of Energy (DOE) believes that groposing No
Acuon in conjunction with continued monitoring ponts. is wehnically defensibia,
protective of human nealth and the environment, and represents the best use of the
laxpayers money.

The change in the Plan is based on several rezsors, Flest, we have anincreased
understancing of QU 1 as arssult of a reexamination of the groundwater sysiem daia
previously submitted and in licht of additonal more receat information. Second.
groundwater results at the Freach Drainindicate the plume is not moving. This 1§
confirmed by the monitoring of the waicr at the French Train since 1992, cncompassing
the seasonal vanauons. All Gis informaton was not avatlzdle {or the Remedial
Invesugauon Report. Third, DOE has dewermined that the only remaining valid land use
scenanie {rom the Baseline Risk Assessment is an Zcalogical Reserve. A deed restriction
would be used if necessary at OU | to enlarce 2 building limitation (o ensure the
designated land use scenario. Na exposure pathways exist with the eco-reserve. Finally,
use of Sotl Vapor Extraction or attempts to dewater would he unsuccessiul because of the
fimitcd mobility of (¢ conaminants. As recenty as May 18, 1995, we were completing
this reevaluation. Thts examinauon of the cumulauve evidence jed o the conclusion that
No Action is accessany to achieve protection of Human Health and the Zavironment. This
1s consisicnt with OSWER guidance (9355.3-02).
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In our personal discussion on May 23, 1995, I heard and understood your concerns about

this change in direction at this stage in the process. i is unfortunate, and | apologize that
these conclusions were not rendered earlier in the discussion process, however numerous
discussions at the staff and other lavels in an attempt 10 find the best solution have
occurred over the past month. We now believe a proposal of No Acuon is appropdate
based on-the best available information. We belleve that this is the appropriaie time o
reassess the direction of thieproject, and that (o continue on the path of remediation,
without reconsidering the available data would be a mistake.,

[ propose we delay the str of the Pubiic Comment perod until about June 1, 1995

This will allow about one week for us 10 discuss this matier, and (o0 incorporate additonal
regulatory comments into the Plan, Applicable responses 1o the comments received {rom
the EPA on May 2, 1995 have heen incorporated in this document. In addition,
comments received during the May 15, 1995 mezung have been Incorporated where
possible. It is our intenlon 1o lncarporate comments when possidle, 10 g2nerate the best
technically supportable documen: for public presentation.

With the level of concem by all parues and the impoaance of this projec, [ relterate the
verdal request I made o both of vou on May 24,1995, which 15 10 meet and (0 discuss this
1ISsue as soon as passible. The DOE appreciates all of the 2ifort expended oy the QU |
Working Group in an atlempt 1o draw s project to a conclusion. Pleass direct any
Quesuons or comments to me at 966-4839.
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IAG Project Coordinator
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS - PROPOSED PLAN
OPERABLE UNIT 1 - 881 HILLSIDE
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

The following represents the response to the written comments on the Operable
Unit 1 Proposed Plan, transmitted ‘o the Depantment of Energy from the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. Comments are based on the Proposed Plan
submitted to the Agencies for review and comment on February 13, 1995. No
written comments were received from the Colorado Department of Public Health
and the Environment. Neither Regulatory Agency provided written comments
on the version submitted on November 22, 1994,  Additional applicable verpal
comments are included in the document based on discussions held by the OU1
Working Group.

Responses to written comments are as follows:

EPA comment 1 - These comments have ogen incorperated into the revised
document.

EPA comment 2 - This commont has teen incorporated into the revised text of
the document.

EPA comment 3 - This comment is not applicable to the revised preposed
alternative, whicn is "No Action”.

EPA comment 4 - This comment is not applicable to the revised proposead plan
since other alternatives were not evaluated due to the "No Action " alternative.
Since no other alternatives were required to be evaluated, the comparison chart
was deleted.

in summary, there is no need to refer to the Corrective Measures
Study/Feasibility Study nor revise the Proocsed Plan based on the document
since risk levels indicate that no action is ‘Wured at Operable Unit 1.



