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Scott R. Grace
Environmental Restoration Division
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BACKGROUND COMPARISON METHODOLOGY AT OPERABLE UNIT (OU) 2 - SGS-274-94

A draft final version of the Contaminants of Concern (COC) Technical Memorandum (TM) at
OU 2 was submitted to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Colorado
Department of Health (CDH) for review in December, 1993. This document was submitted
concurrently with a pre-draft version of the RFI/RI Report. Both of these documents were
based on data that was predominantly non-validated.

Currently, the draft RFI/RI Report for OU 2 is scheduled for delivery to EPA and CDH in
May, 1995 due to negotiations on the scope of the Human Health Risk Assessment. Due to
the period of time until submittal of the draft RFI/RI Report, coupled with the fact that
nearly all the data in the Rocky Flats Environmental Database System is currently validated
for OU 2, the validated data are being uploaded for use in developing the draft RFI/RI Report
for OU 2.

Since the draft RFI/RI Report will be submitted to EPA and CDH with validated data, EG&G
Rocky Flats, Inc. (EG&G) recommends rewriting the COC TM so that validated data is also
used for COC selection. This recommendation is appropriate for the following reasons:

* In order to answer EPA/CDH comments on the COC TM, it will be necessary to aggregate
the groundwater data in a different fashion than was performed for the draft final
document. The use of validated data in this aggregation exercise would assure that the
COC TM and the RFI/Ri Report are based on the same data and will contain the same
conclusions.

+ Itis a minimal effort to incorporate validated data at this time in the COC TM. If we
continue using non-validated data in the COC TM, costs for changing COCs will increase as
the RFI/RI Report due date gets closer.

EG&G also recommends using the 1993 Background Geochemical Characterization Report
and the 5-Step Gilbert methodology at OU 2. There are two reasons for this
recommendation. First, consistency between OUs is assured. The draft RFI/Rl Reports for
OUs 3, 5 and 6 will be submitted to EG&G and the Department of Energy/Rocky Flats Field
Office (DOE/RFFO) for review at the same time as the draft RFI/Rl Report for OU 2. The OU
3, 5 and 6 RFI/RI Reports will contain COCs based on the 1993 Background Geochemical
Characterization Report and the 5-Step Gilbert background comparison methodology.
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Therefore, EG&G'’s recommended approach assures consistency between all of the above OUs.
Secondly, the cost and schedule impacts of implementing EG&G’s recommendation would be
minimal at this point in time. If EG&G/DOE are asked to incorporate the 1993 Background
Report and the Gilbert methodology into the COC process at a later date, cost and schedule
impacts would be substantial.

EG&G woulid like to proceed with the above recommendations as soon as possible. If EG&G does
not receive comments by May 2, 1994, it will be assumed that DOE concurs. Otherwise there
would be a day-for-day slip in the COC TM which corresponds to a day-for-day slip in the OU 2
RFI/RI Report and the OU 2 Corrective Measures Study/Feasibility Study Report. If you have
any comments or questions, please contact me at extension 8702 or Rick Roberts at extension
8508. | look forward to your response.

Peter J.” Laurin

Operable Unit 2 Project Manager
Remediation Project Management
EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc.
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