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All drawings located at the end of the document.
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LIST OF ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

The following is a list of acronyms used throughout this CDPHE Conservative Screen Report:

BGCR Background Geochemical Characterization Report
CDPHE Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
coC Chemicals of Concern

DOE U.S. Department of Energy

EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

HHRA Human Health Risk Assessment

{HSS Individual Hazardous Substances Site

Ou 3 Operable Unit 3

PCOC potential chemical of concern

PRG Programmatic Preliminary Remediation Goal

RBC risk-based concentration

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RFEDS Rocky Flats Environmental Database System
RFETS Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site

RF! RCRA Facility Investigation

RI Remedial Investigation (CERCLA)

™ technical memorandum

UCL upper confidence limit

voC - volatile organic compound
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This executive summary provides results of the Colorado Department of Public Health and
Environment (CDPHE) Conservative Screen for Operable Unit No. 3 {(OU 3), located adjacent to
the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site {RFETS). The CDPHE Conservative Screen was

developed as part of the Data Aggregation process used in Human Health Risk Assessments
{(HHRA) for RFETS by CDPHE, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE) (CDPHE/EPA/DOE, 1994). The conservative screening process is

used in conjunction with the chemicals of concern {COC) selection process to identify QU-

specific COCs and the areas within the QUs that may be impacted by those chemicals.

The COPHE Conservative Screen includes the following six steps:

. STEP 1:
\d STEP 2:
. STEP 3:
. STEP 4:
. STEP 5:
. STEP 6:

DEN10016465.WPS

Define potential chemicals of concern {(PCQCs)

ldentify "Source Areas”

Calculate a risk-based concentration (RBC) for each PCOC

Calculate a RBC Ratio Sum for each Source Area

Apply CDPHE Conservative Screen decision criteria to each

Source Area

Define "Area(s) of Concern”

09/20/94/8:14pm
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in Step 1 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen, OU 3 data were compared to background and
benchmark data to identify PCOCs for each medium in each individual Hazardous Substance
Site (IHSS) of OU 3. The following PCOCs were identified:

. IHSS 199 (Contamination of Soil): 2*'Am and 2®2%%Py for surface soil

. IHSS 200 (Great Western Reservoir): 2°®24°py for surface sediments, strontium

for groundwater, and 2%2*°Py and copper for subsurface sediments
L IHSS 201 (Standley Lake): None
. IHSS 202 (Mower Reservoir): None

The purpose of Step 2 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen is to identify "Source Areas™ within

OU 3. Source Areas are defined as all sample locations where concentrations
(nonradionuclides) or activities (radionuciides) of inorganic PCOCs are greater than upper-bound
background values (i.e., background mean plus two standard deviations), and all sample
locations where concentrations of organic PCOCs are greater than reported detection limits
(CDPHE/EPA/DOE, 1994). Sixty-six soil sample locations were identified as Source Areas by
Step 2. Background data were not available to perform this step for PCOCs in IHSS 200, so
the entire reservoir was considered as a Source Area for subsequent steps of the CDPHE

Conservative Screen.

In Step 3 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen, RBCs were calculated for each PCOC. The RBCs
presented in the Final Rocky Flats Programmatic_Risk-Based Preliminary Remediation Goals
{DOE, 1994c) were used for Step 3 for OU 3. The RBCs are based on a residential exposure

scenario for soil, sediments, and groundwater.

DEN10016465.WPS 09/20/94/8:14pm
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in Step 4 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen, maximum detected concentrations or activities of
the PCQOCs in each medium were compared to the RBCs. The following RBC Ratio Sum was

calculated for each Source Area:

m n
RBC Ratio Y. =Y Y (maximum concentration or activity, |RBC; ))
P

where

RBC = risk-based concentration
medium
PCOC

maximum concentration or activity = maximum concentration or activity in the Source

i

Area

Three of the surface-soil Source Areas identified in Step 2 have RBC Ratio Sums greater than 1.
The RBC Ratio Sum for Great Western Reservoir (sediments and groundwater)} is also greater
than 1. All other Source Areas for OU 3 had RBC Ratio Sums less than 1 (i.e., 63 surface-soil

locations).

In Step 5 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen, the following decision criteria were used to

determine further action for Source Areas:

. If the RBC Ratio Sum for a Source Area is greater than or equal to 100, DOE

may conduct a Voluntary Corrective Action for that portion of the OU.
. If the RBC Ratio Sum for a Source Area is between 1 and 100, DOE must
conduct an HHRA for that Source Area, in accordance with Risk Assessment

Guidance for Superfund (EPA, 1989a).

1 If the RBC Ratio Sum for a Source Area is less than or equal to 1, no further

action is required pending an evaluation of dermal exposure.

DEN10016465.WPS 09/20/94/8:14pm



EG&G ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE Section: Executive Summary .
CDPHE Conservative Screen Page: 4 0f 4 d
Operable Unit 3

Non-Controlied Document

All RBC Ratio Sums for surface-soil Source Areas in OU 3 are either less than 1 or in the 1 to
100 range. The three surface-soil Source Areas with RBC Ratio Sums between 1 and 100
require further evaluation in a HHRA. The surface-soil Source Areas with RBC Ratio Sums less
than 1 require no further action. For those surface-soil Source Areas with RBC Ratio Sums less
than 1, a screening for dermal exposure (i.e., comparison of maximum activities to Dermal
RBCs [RBC based on exposure via dermal absorption]) indicated dermal contact with soil is not

a significant exposure pathway for QU 3.

The RBC Ratio Sum for Great Western Reservoir is greater than 1; therefore, this Source Area
requires further evaluation in a HHRA. IHSSs 201 and 202 require no further action; RBC Ratio
Sums were not calculated for these reservoirs because no PCOCs were identified for Standley

Lake or Mower Reservoir.

"Areas of Concern” for OU 3 were identified in Step 6 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen.

Areas of Concern are defined as one or several Source Areas grouped spatially in close
proximiiy (CDPHE/EPA/DOE, 1994). in the HHRA for OU 3, the three surface-soil Source Areas
with RBC Ratio Sums greater than 1 will be considered as separate Areas of Concern because
each of the Source Areas represents an area large enough to be considered a single residential
exposure area (i.e., abproximately 10 acres), and the Source Areas are separated by areas that
have RBC Ratio Sums less than 1. The Great Western Reservoir {IHSS 200) Source Area is

also considered an Area of Concern for the HHRA.

DEN10016465.WP5 09/20/94/8:14pm
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to document the results of the Colorado Department of Public
Health and Environment (CDPHE) Conservative Screen for Operable Unit No. 3 (OU 3), located
adjacent to the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (RFETS). The CDPHE Conservative
Screen was used to identify "Source Areas” and "Areas of Concern” (i.e., one or several
Source Areas grouped in close proximity) that will be addressed in the Human Health Risk
Assessment {HHRA) portion of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act {RCRA) Facility
Investigation/Remedial Investigation (RFI/RI) report for OU 3. OU 3 consists of the following
Individual Hazardous Substances Sites {(IHSSs):

. IHSS 199: Contamination of Soils
. IHSS 200: Great Western Reservoir
. IHSS 201: Standley Lake

’ IHSS 202: Mower Reservoir.

The CDPHE Conservative Screen was developed as part of the Data Aggregation process used
in HHRAs for RFETS by CDPHE, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE). The CDPHE Conservative Screen is used in conjunction with the
chemicals of concern (COC) selection process (this process is discussed in Technical Memo-
randum No. 4, Human Health Risk Assessment, Chemicals of Concern Identification, Operabie
Unit 3, Rocky Flats Plant; DOE, 1994b), specified by EPA, to identify OU-specific COCs and the
areas within the OUs that may be impacted by those chemicals (Figure 1-1). Results of the
CDPHE Conservative Screen are used, in effect, to redefine the OU boundaries in terms of the
area within the QU that exhibits chemical levels that exceed risk-based concentrations.
Guidance for the Data Aggregation process was provided in a memorandum from DOE (DOE,
19943a) and at a presentation by CDPHE, EPA, and DOE on June 3, 1994 (CDPHE/EPA/DOE,

1994). (See Appendix A for copies of the memorandum and presentation materials.)

DEN10016464.WPS 08/20/94/8:21pm
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The CDPHE Conservative Screen Process (Figure 1-2) (CDPHE/EPA/DOE, 1994) includes the

following steps:

. Step 1-—Define Potential Chemicals of Concern (PCOCs)—0OU 3 data are com-
pared to available background data, using statistical comparison tests, to
identify PCOCs for each environmental medium. In addition, for OU 3, mean
and maximum values for site data are compared to literature benchmark data
and analyzed using various semi-quantitative methods. Environmental media for

OU 3 include surface soil, sediment, surface water, and groundwater.

. Step 2—Ildentify Source Areas — An Inorganic Source Area includes all sample
locations in OU 3 where concentrations (nonradionuclides) or activities
{radionuclides) of inorganic PCOCs are greater than upper-bound background
values (i.e., background mean plus two standard deviations). An Organic
Source Area includes all sample locations in OU 3 where concentrations of

organic PCOCs are greater than reported detection limits.

. Step 3 - Calculate a Risk-Based Concentration (RBC) — The RBCs used in the
CDPHE Conservative Screen for OU 3 are presented in Final Rocky Fiats
Programmatic Risk-Based_Preliminary Remediation Goals (DOE, 1994c). The

RBCs are based on a residential exposure scenario for soil, sediment, and

groundwater.

] Step 4 - Calculate RBC Ratio Sum for each Source Area— Calculation of a RBC
Ratio Sum involves three intermediate steps: (1) calculate ratio of maximum
detected concentration or activity to RBC for each PCOC; ({2) sum PCOC ratios
for each medium; and (3) sum media ratios for each Source Area. RBC Ratio
Sums are calculated for each Source Area to identify areas within OU 3 that

may require further evaluation or action, based on RBC reference levels.

DEN10016464.WP5S 09/20/94/8:21pm



STEP 1: Define PCOCs
Compare OU 3 Data to Background
and Benchmark Data

STEP 2: Identify Source Areas
Compare Levels of Inorganic PCOCs to Upper-
Bound Background Mean. Compare Levels of
Organic PCOCs te Reported Detection Limits

STEP 3: Calculate RBCs
RBCs are Based on 1 x 10°% Excess Lifetime Cancer Risk
or Hazard Index of 1; Include Ingestion, Inhalation, and
External Exposure Routes

STEP 4: Calculate RBC Ra'tio Sum for Each Source Area

m n
RBC Ratio Sum = maximum concentration or activity
atio Sum I=Z1(,§1 ( L ))

i=PCOC
j=Medium

' STEP 5: Apply CDPHE Conservative Screen Decision

Criteria
Ratio ?m <1 Ratio Sum 1-100 Ratio Sum >100
Assess Dermal
Exposure
Baseline Risk

Assessment

l Potential I
No Further Action | Early Action

STEP 6: Define Areas of Concern
Area of Concern = One or More
Source Areas Grouped Spatialily in
Close Proximity

CDPHE = Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
PCOC = Potential Chemical of Concern

RBC = Risk-Based Concentration
{
Figure 1-2
CDPHE CONSERVATIVE SCREEN PROCES
CDPHE LETTER REPORT
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. Step 5— Apply CDPHE Conservative Screen Decision Criteria — Identify the
Source Areas that require no further action pending assessment of dermal
exposure (i.e., Source Areas with Ratio Sums less than 1) and those that require
further action. Source Areas with Ratio Sums between 1 and 100 require a
baseline risk assessment; DOE may pursue voluntary corrective action for

Source Areas with Ratio Sums greater than 100.

. Step 6 —Define Areals) of Concern —An Area of Concern is an area within OU 3
that requires further evaluation, based on RBC reference levels. An Area of
Concern consists of one or several Source Areas grouped spatially in close

proximity.

The methodologies and results for each of these steps, as applied to each IHSS in OU 3, are
. described in the following sections of this report.

DEN10016464.WP5S 09/20/94/8:21pm
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2.0 STEP 1: POTENTIAL CHEMICAL OF CONCERN IDENTIFICATION

The purpose of Step 1 is to identify PCOCs for OU 3. PCOCs are defined as inorganic analytes
with concentrations or activities detected in OU 3 that are significantly elevated over background
levels, and organic analﬁes detected in OU 3 at concentrations greater than the detection limits
reported in the Rocky Flats Environmental Database System (RFEDS) data. The data selection
procedures used to identify PCOCs are discussed in Subsection 2.1,

Step 1 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen corresponds to the "Statistical Comparison to
Background" step of the EPA COC selection process for the HHRA. A brief description of this step
is provided in Subsection 2.2 for each IHSS of OU 3. Results of the PCOC identification are then
presented in Subsection 2.3. A detailed discussion of the methodologies, including the selection of
data used in the CDPHE Conservative Screen, statistical methods, and interpretation of results, is
available in Technical Memorandum No. 4, Human Health Risk Assessment, Chemicals of Concern
Identiﬁf:ation, Operable Unit 3, Rocky Flats Plant (TM 4) (DOE, 1994b).

2.1 DATA SETS EVALUATED IN THE CDPHE CONSERVATIVE SCREEN

Data collected during the OU 3 RFI/R! field investigation program were prepared for quantitative
data analysis tasks, including the CDPHE Conservative Screen, following standard data-treatment
protocols. A detailed description of the preparation process is included in Section 2.0 and
Appendix A of TM 4. In addition, surface soil data from the Jefferson County Remedy Acres (DOE,
1991a) and sediment data from the 1983/84 Sediment Investigations in Great Western Reservoir
(IHSS 200) and Standley Lake (IHSS 201) (DOE, 1991b) were used in the CDPHE Conservative

Screen.

The OU 3 sample data sets are summarized in Table 2-1 by IHSS and medium, and the data sets
used in the CDPHE Conservative Screen are identified. PCOCs will be identified for each IHSS
and medium indicated in Table 2-1 and will be analyzed separately using the CDPHE Conservative

Screen process.

DEN10016466.WP5 09/22/94/9:25am
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TABLE 2-1

OU 3 DATA SETS
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Used in
CDPHE
IHSS Medium Description Screen?
199 Surface Soll 61 RFI/RI plots, average of CDPHE (0 - 0.25") and RFP (0 - 2%) YES
sample collection methods; 47 Jefferson County Remedy Acres
locations
Subsurface Soil 11 trenches were sampled at 10 depth intervals down to 96 cm NO
200 Surface Water ~ 13 sample locations in reservoir and streams/ditches YES
Surface Sediment 41 RFI/RI sampie locations in reservoir and streams/ditches YES
sampled from 0 to 6°; 51 1983/84 sample locations
Subsurface Sediments 8 sample locations in reservoir sampled at-1" and 2" depth : YES
intervals down to approximately 36"
Ground Water 1 sample location YES
201 Surface Water 12 sample locations in reservoir and streams/ditches YES
Surface Sediment 48 sample locations in reservoir and streams/ditches YES
sampled from 0 to 6"; 63 1983/84 sample locations
Sut;sutface Sediments 8 sample locations in reservoir sampled at 1" and 2 depth intervals  NO*
down to approximately 36"
Ground Water 1 sample location YES
202 Surface Water 8 sample locations in reservoir and streams/ditches YES
Surface Sediment 14 sample locations in reservoir and streams/ditches sampled from  YES
Oto6" ' :
Subsurface Sediments 4 sample locations in reservoir sampled at 1" and 2" depth intervals  NO*
down to approximately 36"

Note: * = Incomplete exposure pathway

DEN159.XLS 9/21/94/2:44 PM
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The following media were evaluated in the CDPHE Conservative Screen for QU 3 (Table 2-1):

. Surface soil

. Surface sediments (0 to 6 inches) in reservoirs and streams/drainages

. Subsurface sediments (0 to 36 inches) in Great Western Reservoir (IHSS 200)
o Surface water in reservoirs and streams/drainages

. Groundwater.

The subsurface soil trench data were not used in the CDPHE Conservative Screen because the
samples were primarily collected to characterize mobility of radionuclides in subsurface soil in
support of the RI and other studies being conducted at RFETS. In addition, these were biased
samples collected from a limited area of OU 3 and are not representative of the entire QU.

Because of the uncertainty regarding future use of Great Western Reservoir (IHSS 200), subsurface
sedimént data for IHSS 200 were included in the CDPHE Conservative Screen. The possibility
exists that the reservoir could be drained. If Great Western Reservoir was drained, the potential
exists for the construction of buildings or other facilities, and a receptor could be exposed to
subsurface sediments at any depth interval as if the sediments were subsurface soil.

Subsurface sediments in Standley Lake (IHSS 201) and Mower Reservoir (IHSS 202) were not
evaluated because it is unlikely either of these reservoirs will be drained in the future and,
therefore, construction workers will not be exposed to subsurface sediments. Standley Lake is
currently a source of drinkihg water and irrigation water; Mower Reservoir is privately owned and is
used for agricultural purposes such as irrigation and water for livestock. No changes in use for
either Standley Lake or Mower Reservoir are projected (DOE, 1993a).

Summary statistics (number of samples, detection frequency, minimum and maximum values,
arithmetic mean, geometric mean, standard deviation, 95-percent upper confidence limit [UCL], and
lognormal 85-percent UCL) for sediments, surface water, and groundwater analytes are provided in
Appendix B (surface soil statistics are provided in TM4).

DEN10016466.WP5 09/22/94/9:25am
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2.2 METHODOLOGIES FOR STEP 1
2.2.1 IHSS 199: Surface Soil

PCOCs for surface soil in OU 3 were identified using a statistical methodology for OU-to-back-
ground comparisons (agreed upon by EPA, CDPHE, and DOE) that is based on site-specific
guidance developed by Gilbert (1993). This methodology is outlined in Figure 2-1 and includes a
data-presentation step and a series of statistical comparison tests that are performed for each

analyte.

The statistical methodology includes the following tests: |

J Hot-Measurement test~each OU 3 measurement is compared to a "hot
measurement" value (i.e., upper tolerance limit calculated from the background ‘
data)

. Gehan test~used to determine if the medians of the two data sets are significantly
different

. Quantile test~used to determine if the 80th percentiles of the two data sets are

significantly different

] Slippage test-used to determine the number of OU 3 measurements that exceed

the maximum background value

. t-test-used to determine if the means of the two data sets are significantly different.

The results of the statistical tests were used to determine if levels of chemicals in QU 3 are

significantly elevated above background levels.

DEN10016466.WPS 09/22/94/9:25am
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OU 3 surface soil data, including RFI/RI and Jefferson County Remedy Acres data (DOE, 1991a),
and background data from the Rock Creek Area (DOE, 1993b) were used for Step 1 in the CDPHE
Conservative Screen. Surface-soil samples were analyzed for radionuclides only (**’Am, Z%29%py,

233/234U 235U and 238U).
2.2.2 HSSs 200, 201, 202: Sediment, Surface Water, and Groundwater

After evaluating the OU 3 (IHSSs 200, 201, and 202) and background data sets for sediment,
surface water, and groundwater (i.e., background data in the Background Geochemical
Characterization Report [BGCR] [DOE, 1993c]), it was determined that the OU 3 and background
data sets are not comparable for the purpose of rigorous statistical comparisons because the data

sets represent different environmental conditions and flow regimes (e.g., OU 3 surface-water data
are predominantly for reservoirs and the background surface-water data are for streams) (see TM 4

for details).

Literature benchmark data sets for sediment, surface water, and groundwater also were not consid-
ered appropriate for rigorous quantitative statistical comparisons because of small sample size and

limited information about data quality.

Because the statistical background comparison methodology was not considered appropriate for
sediment, surface water, and groundwater in IHSSs 200 through 202, an alternative approach for
selecting PCOCs was used for these media (EPA, 1994a). The alternative approach is referred to
as the "weight-of-evidence evaluation" because it relies on a series of data analyses (Figure 2-2).

DEN10016466.WP5 09/22/94/9:25am
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The results of the analyses are considered together to assess whether levels of chemicals detected
in OU 3 represent background conditions or contamination. The following analyses are included in
the weight-of-evidence evaluation:

. Comparison of means, standard deviations, and ranges of OU 3 data to BGCR
data (DOE, 1993c)

. Comparisons of means, standard deviations, and ranges of OU 3 data to literature
benchmark data (comparisons to benchmark data were made using data presented

in summary tables in Appendix B)

. Temporal analysis of data to identify seasonal variations or sampling anomalies

. Spatial analysis combined with the evaluation of physical processes affecting
deposition and the evaluation of contribution of various water sources to OU 3
reservoirs

. Probability plot analyses to evaluate data populations (using PROBPLOT software)

In addition, a comparison was made to the Phase 1 Health Studies Materials of Concern (CDPHE,
1991a; CDPHE, 1991b; CDPHE, 1992) to confirm the identification or elimination of a chemical as a
PCOC (See TM4, Section 3.10).

The data sets used in Step 1 for IHSSs 200 through 202 include the following:

) RFV/RI groundwater data (total metals, total radionuclides)

. RFI/RI sediment data (radionuclides, metals, cyanide, volatile organic compounds
[VOCs] in IHSS 202 only)

. RFI/RI surface-water data (total metals, total radionuclides, VOCs in IHSS 202 only)

DEN10016466.WP5 09/22/94/9:25am
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. 1983/84 Sediment Investigations data (*¥**°Pu in IHSS 200 and 201) (DOE, 1991b)
. Sediment, surface-water, and groundwater data from the BGCR (DOE, 1993c)

. Background data for sediments from Lowry Landfill Superfund Site (EPA, 1992a)

. Literature benchmark data for sediments from Rocky Mountain National Park lakes

(Heit, et al., 1984) and Cherry Creek Reservoir (CCBA, 1994)

. Literature benchmark data for surface water from Colorado Front Range streams
and lakes obtained from Arvada Department of Water and Environmental Quality
(Arvada, 1994) and EPA's STORET database (EPA, 1993; EPA, 1994b)

. Literature benchmark data for groundwater (Dragun, 1988; Mathess, 1982).

An exahple of the weight-of-evidence evaluation for arsenic in sediments is presented in
Subsection 3.9 of TM 4 and is provided in Appendix C of this document. This example explains
each analysis, including PROBPLOT, used in the weight-of-evidence evaluations.

2.3 RESULTS

Table 2-2 lists PCOCs by medium and IHSS for OU 3 based on the methodologies described
above. Brief discussions of the results presented in Table 2-2 are provided in the following
subsections. Detailed discussions of the results of the statistical comparison tests for surface soil
and the weight-of-evidence evaluations for sediment, surface water, and groundwater are provided
in TM 4.

DEN10016466.WP5 09/22/94/9:25am



EG&G ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE Section:

CDH Conservative Screen
Operable Unit 3

Non-Controlled Document

Page:

2
10 of 28

TABLE 2-2

OU 3 POTENTIAL CHEMICALS OF CONCERN

ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Media IHSS PCOCs
Surface Soil 199 2Am
239/240Pu
Surface Sediment (Grab Samples) 200 (Great Western Reservoir) 239/240py,
201 {Standley Lake) None
202 {Mower Reservoir) None
Subsurface Sediments {Core Samples) 200 (Great Western Reservoir) 2391230py
Copper
Surface Water 200 (Great Western Reservoir) None
201 {Standley Lake) None
202 (Mower Reservoir) None
Groundwater 200 (Great Western Reservoir) Strontium
201 (Standley Lake) None

Note: Potential chemicals of concern {PCOCs) are inorganic chemicals with detected
concentrations above background levels or organic chemicals detected above

reported detection limits.
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2.3.1 Surface Soil

The results of the background statistical comparison indicate *'Am and #%?*Py are PCOCs for
surface soil in OU 3. These two radionuclides were identified as PCOCs by more than one
statistical test (i.e., Hot-Measurement test, Slippage test, Quantile test, and Gehan test for 'Am
and #92%py, and t-test for #¥2°Py), and the pattern of *'Am and ®¥**°Py activities in surface soil
suggest that the reported levels are not attributable to background conditions. Uranium?®® was not
identified as a PCOC by any of the statistical tests. One statistical test (Hot-Measurement test)
indicated #3%*y and #®U may be PCOCs; however, after further spatial analysis of the pattern of
activities for these two radionuclides, the observed distribution of activities was attributed to natural
variation and was not indicative of contamination. Therefore, 2¥%*U and 22U were not retained as
PCOCs. TM 4 (Section 4.3) contains a detailed discussion of this spatial analysis.

2.3.2 Surface Sediments

Weight-bf-evidence evaluations were performed for radionuclides, metals, and organic (IHSS 202
only) compounds in surface sediments. Results of these evaluations are summarized in the
following subsections. Table 2-3 summarizes the resulits of the weight-of-evidence evaluations for
all inorganic analytes in surface sediments. Columns 3 and 4 in Table 2-3 show comparisons of
OU 3 data to BGCR stream-sediment data and benchmark data for lakes, respectively; mean and
maximum values for the corresponding data sets were compared. Column 5 indicates if a spatial
analysis of the chemical distribution suggests natural deposition or whether a trend indicates
contamination. Column 6 reports whether a PROBPLOT analysis was performed; PROBPLOT is
used to assess if more than one population is included within a data set. Details of PROBPLOT
and the results for OU 3 are provided in TM 4. Column 7 contains comments, and Column 8
indicates if the chemical is carried through the CDPHE Conservative Screen (i.e., is identified as a
PCOC).
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2.3.2.1 Radionuclides

The results of the weight-of-evidence evaluations for Great Western Reservoir (IHSS 200) indicate
29249py js the only PCOC for surface sediments, based on the following:

. For IHSS 200, the mean and maximum values for 29%*°Py in reservoir-sediment

samples exceed corresponding mean and maximum benchmark values.

. The maximum value for IHSS 200 stream-sediment samples exceeds the maximum

BGCR stream-sediment vaiue.
Plutonium®2* is not retained as a PCOC for IHSSs 201 and 202 for the following reasons:

. For IHSS 201, the mean value of 2%?°Py in OU 3 reservoir-sediment samples was
less than the benchmark values, and the mean and maximum values for OU 3
stream-sediment samples were less than corresponding mean and maximum
BGCR stream-sediment values. In addition, the PROBPLOT analysis indicates the

data set consists of only one population.

. For IHSS 202, the mean and maximum values for 2**°Py in OU 3 stream-
sediment samples are less than corresponding mean and maximum BGCR stream-
sediment values. In addition, the PROBPLOT analysis for IHSS 202 indicates the

239240py data set consists of only one population.

2.3.2.2 Metals

In general, mean and maximum OU 3 metal concentrations are less than background and
benchmark values. Calcium and sodium concentrations are an exception. Also, for most metals,
PROBPLOT identified only one population. Table 2-3 provides the detail information for each

metal.
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The comparisons of OU 3 data to benchmark values indicate that mean concentrations of calcium
in reservoir-sediment samples for IHSSs 200, 201, and 202 exceed benchmark upper bound mean
values (i.e., mean plus two standard deviations). In {HSSs 200 and 201, maximum values of
sodium in stream-sediment samples exceed maximum BGCR values; benchmark data for reservoirs
were not available for comparison. Although both calcium and sodium have OU 3 concentrations
exceeding background and benchmark data, they were not retained as PCOCs for the remaining
steps of the CDPHE Conservative Screen because they are both considered to be essential human
nutrients and are not evaluated for risk (EPA, 1989a). TM 4 includes a discussion of the

elimination of five essential nutrients as COCs.

2.3.2.3 Organic Compounds

Six organic compounds were detected in sediment samples from IHSS 202 (Mower Reservoir):

2-butanone, acetone, methylene chloride, total xylenes, toluene, and trichlorotrifluoroethane. No

other organic compounds were detected in sediment samples. The detected organic compounds
were not retained as PCOCs for the reasons given below.

. 2-Butanone-Three of 12 samples were detects; all 3 detects were J-cjualified, indi-
cating that reported concentration is estimated (i.e., reported concentration is less
than the contract-required detection limit, but greater than.the instrument detection
limit). 2-butanone is a common laboratory contaminant (EPA, 1988); therefore, low
levels detected in samples may be due to contamination at the laboratory.

Maximum detected value is 14.0 micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg).

. Acetone-Six of 15 samples were detects; 5 of the 6 detects were J-qualified; 2 of
the 6 detects were B-qualified, indicating blank contamination problems. Acetone is
a common laboratory contaminant (EPA, 1988). Maximum detected value is 47.0

ng/kg.
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. Methylene chioride-Three of 14 samples were detects; all detects were J-qualified.
Methylene chloride is a common laboratory contaminant (EPA, 1988). Maximum
detected value is 5.0 ug/kg.

. Total xylenes-One of 10 samples was a detect; the detect value was J-qualified.
Maximum detected value is 2.0 pg/kg.

. Toluene-Three of 11 samples were detects; 2 of 3 detects were J-qualified. Tolu-
ene is a common laboratory contaminant (EPA, 1988). Maximum detected value is

16.0 pg/kg.

o Trichlorotrifluoroethane-Only one sample was analyzed for trichlorotrifluoroethane;
the detected value was 50.0 ug/kg and was J- and B-qualified.

These six organic compounds detected in Mower Reservoir were not retained as PCOCs based on
detectic;n frequency, frequency of qualification (i.e., J-qualifier), low concentration levels, and the
presence of some compounds in the corresponding blank samples (i.e., B-qualifier indicates
"detects” represent contamination or laboratory artifacts). (Note: Laboratory blank data were not
available to compare concentrations of organic compounds in the OU 3 samples to concentrations
in the laboratory blanks.) This conclusion is supported by the Phase | Health Studies, which did not
identify 2-butanone, acetone, total xylenes, toluene, or trichlorotrifiuoroethane as materials of
concern (CDPHE, 1992).

2.3.3 Subsurface Sediments

The results of the weight-of-evidence evaluations indicate 2***Pu and copper are PCOCs for
subsurface sediments in Great Western Reservoir (IHSS 200), based on the following:

. The mean and maximum copper concentrations exceed the BGCR mean and

maximum values; the maximum copper concentration exceeds the maximum

benchmark value.
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. For IHSS 200, the mean and maximum values for 2*?*°Py in subsurface-sediment
samples exceed corresponding mean and maximum benchmark vaiues and BGCR

stream-sediment values.

Table 2-4 summarizes the resuits of the weight-of-evidence evaluations for all analytes in Great
Western Reservoir subsurface sediments. Columns 3 and 4 in Table 2-4 show comparisons of
OU 3 data to background and benchmark data, respectively; mean and maximum values for the
corresponding data sets were compared. Column 5 indicates if a spatial analysis was performed.
Column 6 contains comments, and Column 7 indicates if the chemical is carried through the
CDPHE Conservative Screen (i.e., is identified as a PCOC). No PROBPLOT analyses were
performed for subsurface sediments.

2.3.4 Surface Water

No VOCs were detected in surface-water samples from IHSS 202 and, therefore, no organic
PCOCs were identified for surface water. Based on the weight-of-evidence evaluations, no inor-
ganic PCOCs were identified for surface water in IHSSs 200, 201, or 202. In general, QU 3
chemical mean and maximum values are less than corresponding background and benchmark
values. Table 2-5 summarizes the results of the weight-of-evidence evaluations for all analytes in
surface water. Columns 3 and 4 in Table 2-5 show comparisons of OU 3 data to background and
benchmark data, respectively; mean and maximum values for the corresponding OU 3 and
background/benchmark data sets were compared. Column 5 indicates if spatial analysis of the
chemical distribution suggests natural deposition or contamination. Column 6 reports resuits of
PROBPLOT analyses. Details of the PROBPLOT results for surface water are provided in TM 4.
Column 7 contains comments, and Column 8 indicates if the chemical is carried through the
CDPHE Conservative Screen (i.e., is identified as a PCOC).

2.3.5 Groundwater

The results of the weight-of-evidence evaluations indicate strontium is a PCOC for groundwater
(IHSS 200 only) for the following reasons:
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TABLE 2-5
WEIGHT-OF-EVIDENCE EVALUATION SUMMARY
OU3 SURFACE WATER
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Benchark Spatial
IHSS Chemical BGCR Evaluation Evaluation Analysis PROBPLOT Comments PCOC?
200 Aluminum <MEAN + 2SD, MAX  >MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Aluminum <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Aluminum <MEAN, MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 *'Am <MEAN +2SD, MAX  <MEAN,MAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 *'Am <MEAN + 2SD, MAX  <MEAN,MAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 *'am <MEAN +2SD, MAX  <MEAN,MAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Antimony ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
201 Antimony ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
202  Antimony ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200 Arsenic MEAN,MAX <MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
201 Arsenic ND ND No Trend 1 Population NO
202 Arsenic ~MEAN + 2SD,>MAX <MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
200 Barium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Barium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Barium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Beryllium <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Beryllium <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Beryllium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200 Cadmium <MEAN.MAX <MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Cadmium <MEAN,MAX <MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Cadmium <MEAN,>MAX >MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Calcium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Calcium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Calcium - <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Cesium <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Cesium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
202 Cesium <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Chromium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Chromium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Chromium <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX >MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. 1 anomalous NO
value
200 Cobalt <MEAN,MAX >MEAN,<MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Cobalt <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Cobalt ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200 Copper <MEAN + 28D,>MAX <MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Copper <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX <MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Copper <MEAN,MAX <MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Cyanide ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
201 Cyanide <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. 1 detect out of 16 NO
202 Cyanide ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200 Iron <MEAN,MAX >MEAN,MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
DEN162.XLS 9/22/94/9:30 AM
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TABLE 2-5
WEIGHT-OF-EVIDENCE EVALUATION SUMMARY
OU3 SURFACE WATER
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE
1 2 3 4 5 -] 7 8
Benchark Spatial
IHSS Chemical BGCR Evaluation Evaluation Analysis PROBPLOT Comments PCOC?
201 fron <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
202 Iron <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
200 Lead <MEAN + 2SD,<MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
201 Lead <MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN.MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
202 Lead >MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX No Trend 1Population NO
200 Lithium <MEAN,MAX >MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Lithium <MEAN,MAX >MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Lithium <MEAN,MAX >MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200  Magnesium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Magnesium <MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Magnesium <MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX No Trend * Not Eval. NO
200 Manganese <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
201 Manganese <MEAN + 25D,<MAX <MEAN,>MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
202 Manganese <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend 1 Population NO
200 Mercury ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
201 Mercury <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO .
202 Mercury <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Molybdenum <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Molybdenum <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Molybdenum <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Nickel <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Nickel <MEAN,>MAX <MEAN,>MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Nickel <MEAN,>MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Xopy <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
201  20py <MEAN,MAX <MEANMAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
202  F0py <MEAN +2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Potassium . <MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Potassium <MEAN +2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Potassium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200  Selenium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
201 Selenium <MEAN + 2SD,MAX ~MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Selenium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200 Silicon <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend 1 Popuiation NO
201 Silicon <MEAN.MAX NA No Trend 1 Population NO
202 Silicon <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend 1 Population NO
200 Silver ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
201  Silver ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
202 Silver ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200  Sodium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Sodium >MEAN + 28D, >MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202  Sodium <MEAN + 28D, >MAX <MEAN,>MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Strontium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,>MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Strontium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Strontium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO .
DEN162.XLS 9/21/94/3:10 PM
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TABLE 26
WEIGHT-OF-EVIDENCE EVALUATION SUMMARY
OU3 SURFACE WATER
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Benchark Spatial
IHSS Chemical BGCR Evaluation Evaluation Analysis PROBPLOT Comments PCOC?
200 Thallium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
201 Thallium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
202  Thallium ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
200 Tin <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Tin ND ND ND Not Eval. NO
202 Tin <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
200  Tritium <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Ry <MEAN +2SD,MAX <MEANMAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 BBy <MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 B4y <MEAN,MAX <MEANMAX  No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 *u <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX >MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 8y <MEAN + 2SD,MAX >MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Py <MEAN,MAX >MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 %y <MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MEANMAX  No Trend Not Eval, NO
201 >y <MEAN + 2SD,MAX  <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 2y <MEAN,MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Vanadium <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
2m Vanadium <MEAN,MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Vanadium <MEAN MAX NA No Trend Not Eval. NO
200 Zinc <MEAN + 25D <MAX >MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
201 Zinc <MEAN + 2SD,<MAX >MEAN MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
202 Zinc <MEAN + 2SD,<MAX <MEAN,MAX No Trend Not Eval. NO
Notes:
IHSS - Individual Hazardous Substance Site.
ND = Not detected.
NA = No literature data available.
<MEAN = OU 3 mean value is less than background or benchmark mean value.
>MEAN = OU 3 mean value is greater than background or benchmark mean value.
<MEAN, MAX = OU 3 mean and maximum values are less than background or benchmark mean and maximum values.
>MEAN, MAX = OU 3 mean and maximum values are greater than background or benchmark mean and maximum values.
MAX = maximum value.
MEAN + 2SD = upper-bound background mean (i.e., mean plus two standard deviations).
Column 3; Comparison of OU 3 stream to Background Geochemical Charact. Report stream data.
Column 4. Comparison of OU 3 reservoir to benchmark lake data.
Column 5. No Trend = spatial analyses indicates no contamination from RFP. Spatial distribution is
consistent with physical properties associated with natural deposition.
Column 6: PROBPLOT results. PROBPLOT is used to assess the number of populations within data set.
Column 7: Discussion of weight-of-evidence evaluation results.
Column 8: No = chemical not identified as a potential chemical of concern.
9/20/94/9:55 PM
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. The mean and maximum values for strontium in OU 3 groundwater exceed

corresponding mean and maximum values for BGCR groundwater samples.

. The maximum value for strontium in QU 3 groundwater exceeds the maximum

benchmark value.

Table 2-6 summarizes the results of the weight-of-evidence evaluations for all groundwater
analytes. In general, most OU 3 values are less than corresponding background and benchmark
values. Columns 3 and 4 in Table 2-6 show comparisons of OU 3 data to BGCR groundwater data
(upper and lower flow systems) and benchmark data, respectively; mean and maximum values for
the corresponding OU 3 and background/benchmark data sets were compared. Columns § and 6
report summary comments and whether the chemical is carried through the CDPHE Conservative
Screen (i.e., is identified as a PCQC), respectively.

The cc;mparisons of OU 3 groundwater data (IHSS 200) to background and benchmark data
indicate that mean and maximum concentrations of potassium in IHSS 200 exceed corresponding
BGCR data, and the maximum concentration exceeds the literature benchmark value. ‘Although
QU 3 values exceed background and benchmark values, potassium was not retained as a PCOC
for the remaining steps of the CDPHE Conservative Screen because potassium is considered to be
an essential human nutrient and is not evaluated for risk (EPA, 1989a). TM 4 includes a discussion

of the elimination of five essential nutrients as COCs.

DEN10016466.WP5 09/22/94/9:25am
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TABLE 26
WEIGHT-OF-EVIDENCE EVALUATION SUMMARY
OU 3 GROUNDWATER
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE
1 2 3 4 5 6
Background Geo.
Char. (48182/Upper, Benchmark
IHSS Chemical 43292/Lower) Evaluation COMMENTS PCOC?
200 ALUMINUM <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX >MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE TO HIGH TSS NO
201 ALUMINUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 #apm <MEAN,MAX NA NO
201 #aAM <MEAN,MAX NA NO
200 ANTIMONY <MEAN,MAX NA NO
201 ANTIMONY ND ND NO
200 ARSENIC <MEAN + 25D, >MAX <MAX NO
201 ARSENIC <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 BARIUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
201 BARIUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 BERYLLIUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
201 BERYLLIUM ND ND NO
200 CADMIUM <MEAN + 25D, <MAX >MAX MEANS SIMILAR, 1 DETECT NO
201 CADMIUM ND ND NO
200 CALCIUM >MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
201 CALCIUM >MEAN + 28D,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
200 CESIUM <MEAN,MAX NO
201 CESIUM ND NO
200 CHROMIUM <MEAN + 2SD,<MAX >MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE TO HIGH TSS NO
201 CHROMIUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 CORALT <MEAN,MAX >MAX NO
201 COBALT ND ND NO
200 COPPER <MEAN + 2SD,<MAX >MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE TO HIGH TSS NO
201 COPPER <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 IRON <MEAN + 2SD,MAX >MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE T! HIGH TSS NO
201 IRON <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 LEAD <MEAN + 28D,<MAX >MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE TO HIGH TSS NO
201 LEAD <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 LITHIUM >MEAN + 28D,MAX <MAX LITERATURE VALUE FROM MATHESS 1989 NO
201 LITHIUM <MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX LITERATURE VALUE FROM MATHESS 1989 NO
200 MAGNESIUM >MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
201 MAGNESIUM SMEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
200  MANGANESE >MEAN + 2SD MAX <MAX NO
201 MANGANESE <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 MERCURY ND ND NO
201 MERCURY ND ND NO
200 MOLYBDENUM ND ND NO
201 MOLYBDENUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
200 NICKEL <MEAN + 25D,MAX <MAX NO
201 NICKEL ND ND NO
200  BvMpy <MEAN + 2SD,MAX NA NO
200 POTASSIUM >MEAN + 2SD,>MAX >SMAX WATER TYPING; ESSENTIAL NUTRIENT; NO
CONCENTRATION CORRESPONDS TO A
SAFE DOSE
201 POTASSIUM <MEAN + 25D,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
200 SELENIUM <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
201 SELENIUM ND ND NO
200 SILICON <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX <MAX OU 3 MAXIMUM SLIGHTLY GREATER NO
201 SILICON <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
DEN248.XLS 9/20/94/9:56 PM
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TABLE 2-6
WEIGHT-OF-EVIDENCE EVALUATION SUMMARY
OU 3 GROUNDWATER
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE
1 2 3 4 5 6
Background Geo.
Char. (49192/Upper, Benchmark
IHSS Chemical 49292/l ower) Evaluation COMMENTS PCOC?
200 SILVER ND ND NO
201 SILVER ND ND NO
200 SODIUM >MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
201 SODIUM <MEAN + 25D,MAX <MAX WATER TYPING NO
200 STRONTIUM >MEAN + 25D.MAX >MAX YES
201 STRONTIUM >MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX NO
200 THALLIUM ND ND NO
201 THALLIUM ND ND NO
200 TIN <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
201 TIN ND ND NO
200 2asiesiy <MEAN,MAX NA NO
201 hatial V) <MEAN,MAX NA NO
200 Z?SU <MEAN,MAX NA NO
201 “*y <MEAN + 2SD,>MAX NA MEAN < UPPER BACKGROUND MEAN, MAX NO
200 28y <MEAN,MAX NA NO
201 =8y <MEAN + 28D >MAX NA MEAN < UPPER BACKGROUND MEAN,MAX NO
200 VANADIUM <MEAN + 2SD,MAX >MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE TO HIGH TSS NO .
201 VANADIUM ND ND NO
200 ZINC <MEAN + 2SD,MAX <MAX 3 ROUNDS ELEVATED DUE TO HIGH TSS NO
201 ZINC <MEAN,MAX <MAX NO
Notes: .
IHSS = Individual Hazardous Substance Site.
< MEAN = OU 3 mean value is less than background or benchmark mean value.
> MEAN = OU 3 mean value is greater than background or benchmark mean value.
<MAX = QU 3 Maximum value is {ess than background or benchmark maximum value.
>MAX = OU 3 Maximum value is greater than background or benchmark maximum value.
<MEAN, MAX = OU 3 mean and maximum values are less than background or benchmark mean and maximum values.
>MEAN, MAX = OU 3 mean and maximum values are greater than background or benchmark mean and maximum values.
MAX = maximum value.
MEAN + 2SD = Upper bound background mean (i.e., mean plus two standard deviations).
TSS = Total suspended solids.
Column 3: Comparison of OU 3 groundwater data to Background Geochemical Characterization Report. 1HSS 200 compared to
upper flow regime and IHSS 201 compared to lower How regime
Column 4: Compatison of OU 3 groundwater data to benchmark lake data.
Column 5: Discussion of weight-of-evidence results.
Column 6: YES = chemical was identified as a potential chemical of concem (PCOC). NO = not a PCOC.
DEN248.XLS 9/21/94/3:49 PM
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3.0 STEP 2: SOURCE AREA IDENTIFICATION

The purpose of Step 2 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen is to delineate areas of each IHSS
within the OU where concentrations or activities of each PCOC exceed an upper-bound back-
ground value (i.e., background mean plus two standard deviations); these areas are then
designated as "Source Areas.” The Source Areas identified by this step can represent potential
contamination associated with primary sources located within the QU, or as is the case for

OU 3, secondary sources resulting from deposition of chemicals that have migrated from

primary sources outside of OU 3.

As discussed in Section 2.0, surface soil is the only OU 3 medium that has a background data
set suitable for rigorous statistical comparisons. Therefore, this step of the CDPHE
Conservative Screen Process was performed only for IHSS 199. For Great Western Reservoir,
the entire IHSS was considered as a Source Area for subsequent steps in the CDPHE Conserva-
tive Screen because the IHSS is a spatially discrete water body, including individual drainages
associated with the reservoir (Figure 3-1 shows the location of Great Western Reservoir [IHSS
200]. Because no PCOCs were identified for IHSSs 201 or 202, those IHSSs were not
evaluated further in the CDPHE Conservative Screen for OU 3.

For this step, 2*'Am and 2**2%%py activities at each surface-soil sampling location, including
RFI/RI and Jefferson County Remedy Acres sampling plots, were compared to their respective
upper-bound background values {i.e., 0.04 picocuries per gram [pCi/g] for 2*'Am and 0.09 pCi/g
for 239/240py) | Nineteen out of 61 RFI/R| sample locations {Figure 3-1) and all 47 Jefferson
County Remedy Acres locations (Figure 3-2) have either ' Am or 23%24°Py activities that exceed
the upper-bound background values and, therefore, were identified as Source Areas for OU 3.
Figures 3-1 and 3-2 also show all RFI/R! and Jefferson County Remedy Acres locations, respec-
actively. (Figure 3-2 shows two locations for T8 which is a composited sample.) The left half
of the symbols on the figures show the results of the comparison of the 2*'Am activity at each
location to the upper-bound #*'Am background value. The right half of the symbols show the

results of the comparison of the 22%24°Py activity at each location to the upper-bound 23%24%py

DEN10016474.WPS 09/20/94/9:09pm
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background value. Blue symbols indicate a sample location with an activity greater than the
upper-bound background value. Green symbols represent sample locations that do not exceed
upper-bound background values; 42 of the 61 RFi/RI locations have 2*'Am and 2**2*°Py
activities that do not exceed upper-bound background values. Table 3-1 summarizes **’Am and

2301290p; activities for each surface-soil sampling location.
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TABLE 3-1

AMERICIUM**! AND PLUTONIUMZ¥?% ACTIVITIES FOR OU3 SURFACE-SOIL LOCATIONS
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Location Code Americium®" (pCilg) Plutonium™>* (pCilg)
PT12592 0012 0.029
PT12692 0.012 0.023
PT12792 0.029 0.132
PT12892 0.030 0.036
PT12992 R 0.020
PT13002 0.021 0.047
PT13192 0.028 0.069
PT13292 0.008 0.017
PT13302 0.011 0.041
PT13492 0.003 0.030
PT13502 0.062 0.205
PT13792 0.011 0.034
PT14002 0.010 0.021
PT14192 0.520 2.950
PT14292 ' 0.013 0.280
PT14392 0.020 0.270
PT14492 0.033 0.015
PT14592 0.030 0.068
PT14682 0.013 0.035

' PT14792 0.006 0.013
PT14892 0.001 0.008
PT14992 0.023 0.095
PT15002 0.036 0.160
PT15192 0.081 0.745
PT15292 0.095 0.511
PT15392 0.034 0215
PT15492 0.026 0.055
PT15592 0.013 0.041
PT15692 0.019 0.036
PT15792 -0.002 0.012
PT15892 0.004 0.042
PT15092 0.006 0.282
PT16092 0.004 0.041
PT16192 0016 0.052
PT16292 0.068 0.089
PT16392 0.054 0.115
PT16492 0.008 0.024
PT16592 0013 0.034
PT16692 0.027 0.040
PT16792 0.001 0.020
PT16992 0.003 0.028
PT17092 0.011 0.031
PT17192 0.026 0.016
PT17202 R 0.085
PT17392 0.005 0.034
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TABLE 3-1

AMERICIUM*! AND PLUTONIUMZ%#° ACTIVITIES FOR OU3 SURFACE-SOIL LOCATIONS
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Location Code Americium®' (pCilg) Plutonium™">* (pCilg)
PT17492 0.002 0.017
PT17692 0.004 0.012
PT17792 0.008 0.074
PT17992 0.014 0.059
PT18592 0.099 0.665
PT18692 0.036 0.735
PT18792 0.011 0.051
PT18892 0.013 0.021
PT18992 R 0.019
PT19092 0.009 0.032
PT19192 0.038 0.148
PT19292 0.166 0.321
PT19392 R 0.014
PT19492 0.077 0.087
PT19592 0.052 0.250
PT19692 0.006 0.009

TIA R 0.952
TiB R 1.475
T2A R 0.757
T28 R 0.681 .
T2 R 1.600
T3A R 0.923
T38 R 0.734
T3C R 0.656
T4A 0.161 0.808
T4B 0.078 0.365
TS5 0128 0.566
T6 0.060 0.476
7 0.056 0.162
T8 0.041 : 0.225
To 0.114 0.592
T10 0.053 0.249
™ 0.065 0.480
T12A 0.049 0.288
T128 0.048 0.356
T13A 0.200 0.801
T138 0.095 0.686
T14A 0.100 0.608
T148 0.088 0.432
T15A 0213 1.33%
T158 0.140 1.084
U1A R 6.468
u1B R 2672
U2A R 3.590
u28 R 1219
U3A 0.279 1.696

u3B 0.260 1.190 '
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TABLE 3-1
. AMERICIUM*' AND PLUTONIUMZ***®* ACTIVITIES FOR OU3 SURFACE-SOIL LOCATIONS
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE
Location Code Americium®* (pCi/g) Plutonium™"*** (pCilg)
U4 0.099 0.178
us 0.118 0.412
ue 0.101 0.423
u7 0.268 1.151
us 0.150 0.201
us 0.306 1.857
U10A 0.363 1.739
u10B 0.229 1.089
Ut1A 0.112 0.718
uUt1B 0.141 0.771
U12A 0.195 0.972
U12B 0.122 0.742
U13A 0.197 1.272
U13B 0.159 0.762
U14A 0.138 0.683
U148 0.161 0.989
Notes:
pCi/g = picocuries per gram.
R = Analytical result was rejected by data validators.
T = tilled.
U = untilled.
DEN164.XLS 9/20/94/9:59 PM
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4.0 STEP 3: RISK-BASED CONCENTRATION CALCULATIONS

The RBCs presented in the Final Rocky Flats Programmatic Risk-Based Preliminary Remediation
Goals (DOE, 1994c) were used for Step 3 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen for OU 3. The

purpose of the Programmatic Preliminary Remediation Goals {PRGs) document was to develop

initial sitewide cleanup levels {chemical- and medium-specific} for RFETS that are protective of
human health and the environment {DOE, 1994c¢}. The PRGs also were developed to be used

as RBCs in the data aggregation process for HHRAs.

The RBCs used in the CDPHE Conservative Screen for OU 3 are based on a residential scenario
for soil, sediment, and groundwater. A target risk of 1 X 10° was used for carcinogenic
chemicals and a target Hazard Index of 1 was used for noncarcinogenic chemicals to calculate
the RBCs. The RBCs are based on exposure via the ingestion, inhalation, and external exposure
{radionuclides only) pathways. Table 4-1 summarizes the RBCs for each PCOC in surface soil,
surface -sediment, subsurface sediment, and groundwater. RBCs were not calculated for

surface water since no surface water PCOCs were identified.
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TABLE 4-1

RISK-BASED CONCENTRATIONS FOR
OU 3 PCOCs
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Medium IHSS PCOCs Risk Based Concentrations
Surface Soil 199 am 2.37 pCilg
Ze40py 3.43 pCi/g (assumes Z°Pu)
Surface Sediment (Grab Samples) 200 =oRdp 3.43 pCi/g (assumes Z°Pu)
201 None -
202 None
Subsurface Sediment (Core Samples) 200 Copper 11,000 mg/kg
Borze0py, 3.43 pCi/g (assumes “°Pu)
Surface Water 200 None NA
202 None NA
Groundwater 200 Strontium 21.9mglL
201 None NA . .

Notes: -
PCOCs = Inorganic chemicals with detected levels above background levels or organic chemicals detected above detection limits.

NA = Not applicable.
PCOC = Potential Chemical of Concern.
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5.0 STEP 4: RATIO OF MAXIMUM CONCENTRATIONS TO RISK-BASED CONCENTRATIONS

For Step 4 of the CDPHE Conservative Screen, the following ratio was calculated for each

PCOC per medium in each Source Area identified in Step 2:

RBC Ratio = Maximum detected concentration or activity of PCOC
RBC for PCOC

The PCOC-specific ratios were then summed for each medium within a Source Area.
Carcinogenic-PCOC ratios and noncarcinogenic-PCOC ratios were summed separately because
exposures to these two types of PCOCs result in different adverse health effects. Finally, the
‘ medium-specific ratios were summed for each Source Area to produce RBC Ratio Sums (i.e.,
RBC Ratio Sum-C = RBC Ratio Sum for carcinogenic PCOCs; RBC Ratio Sum-NC = RBC Ratio

Sum for noncarcinogenic PCOCs) for the Source Areas according to the following formula:

m n
RBC Ratio Sum = E ( E (maximum concentration or activity, ; /RBC, j )))
1 =l

where

RBC = risk-based concentration

i = medium
i = PCOC
maximum concentration or activity = maximum concentration or activity in the Source

Area

Three of the surface-soil Source Areas identified in Step 2 have RBC Ratio Sums greater than 1
(sample locations: PT14192, U1A, and U2A). The RBC Ratio Sums for these areas range from

DEN10016476.WPS 09/20/94/9:30pm
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1 to 2. Figure 5-1 shows RBC Ratio Sums for all RFI/RI surface-soil sampling locations. Blue
symbols indicate that a surface-soil location has a RBC Ratio Sum greater than 1. Green
symbols indicate surface-soil locations with Ratio Sums less than 1; 18 of the 19 RFI/RI surface
soil Source Areas have RBC Ratio Sums less than 1. Figure 5-2 shows Ratio Sums for the
Jefferson County Remedy Acres surface-soil locations. Forty-five of the 47 Jefferson County
Remedy Acres Source Areas have RBC Ratio Sums less than 1. Table 5-1 summarizes the RBC
Ratio Sums for the 20 RFI/R! and 47 Jefferson County Remedy Acres surface-soil Source
Areas. Table D-1 in Appendix D shows PCOC-specific ratios, RBCs, and toxicity values for all

surface-soil Source Areas.

RBC Ratio Sums for Great Western Reservoir {(IHSS 200) were calculated using maximum
values of PCOCs from all sediment data (surface and subsurface samples}. The RBC Ratio
Sum-C for Great Western Reservoir is greater than 1 and the RBC Ratio Sum-NC is less than 1.
|
Table 5-2 summarizes the Ratio Sums for Great Western Reservoir (IHSS 200). Table D-2 in
Appendix D shows PCOC-specific RBC ratios and toxicity values for IHSS 200. PCOC-specific
RBC ratios or RBC Ratio Sums were not calculated for IHSSs 201 or 202 because no PCOCs

were identified for those IHSSs.
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TABLE §-1

RBC RATIO SUMS FOR OU 3 SURFACE SOIL SOURCE AREAS
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Location Code Ratio Sum Location Code Ratio Sum
PT12792 0.05 T2C 05
PT13592 0.09 T3A 0.3
PT14192 1 T3B 02
PT14292 0.1 T3C 0.2
PT14392 0.1 T4A 03
PT14992 0.04 T4B 0.1
PT15092 0.06 15 0.2
PT15192 03 T6 02
PT15292 0.2 T7 0.07
PT15392 0.08 T8 0.08
PT15992 0.08 T9 02
PT16292 0.05 U10A 07
PT16392 0.06 U108 04
PT18592 0.2 UH1A 0.3
PT18692 0.2 U118 03
PT19192 0.06 U12A 0.4
PT19292 0.2 U128 0.3
PT19492 ' 0.06 U13A 05
PT19592 0.09 U13B 03

T10 0.1 ~ U14A 03
T11 0.2 U148 0.4
T12A 0.1 UtA 2
T128B 0.1 u1B 08
T13A 0.3 U2A 1
T13B 0.2 u28 0.4
T14A 02 U3A 06
T14B 02 u3B 05
T15A 05 U4 0.1
T158 0.4 us 0.2
TA 03 us 02
T18 0.4 u7 0.4
T2A 0.2 us 0.1
T2B 02 U9 07

Notes:
RBC = Risk Based Concentration.

RBC Ratio Sum = _ 24! Am activity + __ 239240py activity
RBC RBC

DEN166.XLS 8/20/94/10:02 PM
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TABLE 5-2

SOURCE AREA RBC RATIO SUMS FOR IHSS 200
SEDIMENTS AND GROUNDWATER
ROCKY FLATS ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY SITE

Source Area Medium RBC Ratio Sum-C  RBC Ratio Sum - NC
IHSS 200 Sediments 12 0.03°
IHSS 200 Groundwater 0.3°
TOTAL 1 03

Notes:

C = Carcinogenic potential contaminants.

NC = Noncarcinogenic potential contaminants.
IHSS = individual Hazardous Substance Site.
mg/L = milligrams per liter.

pCi/g = picocuries per gram.

2For 2924 py: 4,04 pCifg
343pCilg =1

°For Cu: _311 mg/kg
11,000 mg/kg =0.03

“For Sr: 5.59 mg/L.
21.9 mg/L =03

Draft
DEN167.XLS 9/22/94/10:16 AM
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6.0 STEP 5: CDPHE CONSERVATIVE SCREEN DECISION CRITERIA

Further actions for Source Areas are determined by the following decision criteria (CDPHE/EPA/
DOE, 1994):

. If the RBC Ratio Sum for a Source Area is greater than or equal to 100, DOE
may conduct a Voluntary Corrective Action for that portion of the OU.

. If the RBC Ratio Sum for a Source Area is between 1 and 100, DOE must con-

duct an HHRA for that Source Area, in accordance with Risk Assessment

Guidance for Superfund (EPA, 1989a).

. If the RBC Ratio Sum for a Source Area is less than or equal to 1, no further
action (i.e., a HHRA is not required) is required pending an evaluation of dermal

exposure.

All RBC Ratio Sums for surface-soil Source Areas in OU 3 are either less than 1 (i.e., no further
action is required pending dermal exposure evaluation) or in the 1 to 100 range (i.e., further
evaluation in a HHRA is required). For those surface-soil Source Areas with RBC Ratio Sums
less than 1, the CDPHE Conservative Screen decision criteria include an evaluation of dermal
exposure. Dermal contact with surface soil in QU 3 is not considered to be a significant
exposure pathway because radionuclides are not expected to be significantly absorbed through
the skin (EPA, 1989a; EPA, 1989b). As a screening step to verify the assumption that dermal
contact is not a significant exposure pathway, maximum activities of 2¢'Am and 23%24°py for
surface-soil samples in each Source Area with a RBC Ratio Sum less than 1 were compared to
a Dermal RBC (i.e., RBC based on exposure via dermal absorption). No activities for surface-
soil samples in the OU 3 data set exceed the Dermal RBCs. The methods used to calculate the

Dermal RBCs are presented in Appendix E, along with the results of the comparison.
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The RBC Ratio Sum-C for the Great Western Reservoir (IHSS 200) Source Area is greater

than 1. Therefore, further evaluation in a HHRA is required for Great Western Reservoir.

Based on the conservative screening process specified by CDPHE and the decision criteria
described above, three surface-soil Source Areas (sample locations: PT14192, U1A, and U2A)
and the Great Western Reservoir ({HSS 200) Source Area, require further evaluation in a HHRA.
No further action is required for all other surface-soil Source Areas (18 RFI/RI soil-sampling
locations and 45 Jefferson County Remedy Acres locations}. In addition, no further action is
required for Standley Lake (IHSS 201) or Mower Reservoir {IHSS 202) because no PCOCs were
identified for those IHSSs.
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7.0 STEP 6: AREAS OF CONCERN

Areas of Concern are defined as one or several Source Areas grouped spatially in close prox-
imity (CDPHE/EPA/DOE, 1994). In the HHRA for OU 3, the three surface-soil Source Areas
with RBC Ratio Sums greater than 1 (sample locations: PT14192, U1A, and U2A) will be
considered as separate Areas of Concern because each of the three Source Areas represents an
area large enough to be considered a single residential exposure area (i.e., approximately

10 acres), and the Source Areas are separated by areas that have RBC Ratio Sums less than 1
(i.e., tilled strips of the Jefferson County Remedy Acres). The Great Western Reservoir (IHSS
200) Source Area is considered an Area of Concern because the RBC Ratio Sum-C is greater

than 1.
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APPENDIX A. CDPHE/EPA/DOE GUIDANCE FOR THE CDPHE CONSERVATIVE SCREEN

Appendix A contains copies of the following CDPHE/EPA/DOE guidance for the CDPHE

Conservative Screen:

Attachment 1. Memorandum from Jessie Roberson (DOE, Memo Reference
No. ER:SRG:03600), dated March 30, 1994, describing Data Aggregation methodologies,

including the CDPHE Conservative Screen.

Attachment 2. Presentation materials from a meeting on June 3, 1994 sponsored by CDPHE,
EPA, and DOE. The Data Aggregation process for RFP HHRAs was described at this meeting,

including the CDPHE Conservative Screen and the COC selection process.
Attachment 3. Memorandum from Martin Hestmark (EPA) confirming the background

comparison methodologies to be used for OU 3 (i.e., weight-of-evidence evaluations for

analytes in reservoirs) as part of the Data Aggregation process.
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HAR-31-94 THU 10:21 ENV RESTORATION DIVISION  FAX NO. 4871 P. 02
. ootsisss
United States Govemment Department of Energy

memaoran d um Raocky Flats Office

o™ WR30 1Y @@ ‘\D)Y
REFLY TO
arvoe ER:SRG:03600

sussicT:  Resumption of All Work on Operable Uit Baseline Risk Assessments

™ Sue Stiger, Associate Genaral Manager
Environmental Restoration Management
EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc.

Memorandura ER:SRG:03599 provides instruction for you © resume all work associated
with Environmental Restoration Operable Unit (OU) baseline risk assessments that were
stopped by memcrandum ERD:SRG:08450, da=d August 18, 1993.

We refcrence the following memorandurs concerning resumption of work for contaminants
of concem and statistical comparisons with background for the bascline risk assessments:

- s ERD:SRG:11731; October 13, 1993: reswmption of Contaminart of Concem selection
‘ and statistical comparisons of data to background for OU2. i
» ERD:EAD:13759; December 22, 1993: resurnption of statistical comparisons of data 10
background for all operable units.
o' EG&G memorapdum 94-RE-02971 - SG-179-94; March 14: 1994: methodology for
statistical comparisons of data to background.

We bave CjallSt recently reached sgreement with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and the Colorade Department of Health on the methodology for data aggregation and the
methodology is attached. - :

You ace directad 1o revise the schedules for the Operable Units to incorporate the agreed-
upon risk assessment methodology by April 25, 1994. In particular, the daia aggregation
methodalogy represents “additicnal work or modifications t0 work” as per Part 32 of the
Interagency Agreement (JAG). As a result, we must determine revised schedules and cost,
including the additional scope to incorporate the revised methodology, and make a request 1©
EPA and CDH as per Pact 42 (Extensions) of the JAG.

Your April 25, 1994 deliverable to us will include schedule exteasions for ail Operable Units
affected by the stoppase of work, and will specifically denct the time needed (with
sufficient raﬁonalcg%aor the *2dditiogal work " This is an imporant distinetion because the
1AG allows a day-for-day schedule exteasion (Paragraph 164 of the JAG) for the ume the
work stoppage was in affect and 2 schedule extension should easily be granted. However,
the time needed for additional work is not as straightforward, and as a result, needs 2
sabstantal rationale to support the request for additional ime needed.
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S. Stiger 2
ER-SRG-03600 MAR 3 0 je94

I you have any questions please contact Erazer Lockhart at extension 7846.

i Roberson
y Assistant Manager for
ironmental Restoration

cc wiattachment:
A.Ram , EM-453
F. art, ER, RFO
_ B. Thatcher, ER, RFO
* 8. Grace, ER, RFO
J. Pepe, ER, RFO
R Birk, ER, RFO
H. Rose, ER, RFO
W. Busby, EG&G
R. Raberts, EG&G
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Q DATA AGGREGATION FOR HEALTH EXPOSURE ASSESSMENT

Soeciflc Data Aggregatign Methodoloay far Rocky Flats

The first consideration of data aggregation is the exposure scenario (fand use).
Example exposure areas for the Rocky Flats Plant sita may he (I} tor the
Industrial/commercial land use scenario, the area of a typlcal industrial park (2)
for the ecological preserve scanario, the arsa of a preserve, and (3) for the
residential land use scenario, the area of 3 residential neighborhood unless the
consideration of a receptor's activity patterns and the meghanisms of toxicity of
a particular contaminant indicate that a residential lot size Is appropriate.

Following the application of the attached conservative screen (which identifles
areas of elevated contaminant cancentration which will be the focus of the
baseline risk assessmaent), data must be aggregated for each environmental
medium to arrive at the exposure point concentralion estimate which will be
used In the exposurs assessment. Aggregation of all contaminant data,
including data below background or detsction limits, will be accomplished aver
the scenario-specific exposure areas within the area of concern Identified by
}hg screening process. The recommended data aggregation procedure is as
allows:

, 1}  Identify the exposure scenario(s) which will be assessed.

2) Agree on the size of the exposure area for each scenario by considering
- the-receptors, the toxicity of the contaminants of concern (COCs), the
exposure pathways, and contaminant variability, Determination of the
appropriate expasure area requires an understanding of the mechanisms
of toxicily as well as the concepts of exposure, For this reason,
experenced risk assessors, taxicologists, and health physicists from &ll
three agencies (EPA, COH, and DOE) must be consulted.

3) Plot the COC data, Including data points below background or detection
fimit, oa a2 map of the ogerable uait, delineating the area of concern*,

4) Consult with toxicologists and health physicists from all three agencies
(EPA, CDH, and DOE] to place a grid of exposure areas over the area of
concam. The grid placement must be approved by the three agency
toxicologists and heaith physicists due to considerations of mechanisms of
toxicity. Of course, involvement of other scientific disciglines will also be
required. '

* Area of Concern = One or saveral sources™ grouped spatlally in ciose prcxtmlty.

. - ** Source = Area deflned by (1) contaminant levels exceeding background mean plus
; 2 standard deviatlons lor Incrganics andior (2) detection limits for organics.



APR- 4-94 MON 12:37

5)

6)

P. 08

Risk assessment requires characierization of each exposure area for the
site (OSWER Directive 9285.7-08A, April, 1952, p. 55). Generally this
requires aggregation of data and a subsequent calculation of risk within
each exposure area, This is especially important for heterogeneous data
sets. However, at the Racky Flats site, all partles agree that it is sufficient to
calculats risks for only one exposurs area per sourcs: the exposure area
associated with the highest risk, identified by considering the
concentrations of COCs, the affected snvironmental media, and the
number of exposure pathways. f the exposure area associated with the
highest risk Is not readily identifiable, several sxposure areas may be
analyzed. This decision will be made on a case-by-case basis.
In general, not more than one exposure area psr source will need to be
svaluated unless the exposure pathways differ between expasure areas
within the source. Data within the exposurs area(s) will be aggregated
using the foilowing pracedure:

a  Using the complete operable unit data set, determine the statistical
distribution for each COGC in each environmental media. Present the
statistical distribution graphically, along with the data plottedin a
histogram which presents the frequency of detection and the
magnitude.

b.  Use EPA's "Supplemental Guidance to RAGS: Calculating the
Concentration Term"” to calculate the 85th percent upper confidencs
limit (85% UCL) of the arithmetic mean over egch exposure area for
each COC. lf the COC data ls leg-normally distributed, highlight S of
this guidancs document should b used. If the CQC data is normaily
distributed or is determined to be non-parametrie, highlight 6 should
be used. The guidance states that calculation of the 85% UCL using
data ssts with fewer than 10 samples per exposure area provides a
poor estimate of the mean concentration. Data sets with 20 ta 30
samples per exposure area provide fairy consistent estimate of the
mean, All parties agree that uncenainties in the estimates of the
mean concentrations will be acdressed In the uncertainty analysis.
For QUs 2-7, additiona] fleld sampling in support of
baseline risk assessment must be mutually agreed to by
EPA, CDH, and DOE. On & case-by-casa basls, with the
approval of the regulators, geostatistics may be utilized to
incorporate spatial continuity of data,

Use the rasuits of step 5(b) as the exposure point concentratioa term in the
exposure assessment. Coasider all COCs in caiculating cumuiative risks
for each exposure area analyzed.

¢
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Summary

The above procedure provides the arithmetic average of the exposure
concentration that is expected ta be contacted over the exposure pericd within
the expasure area assoclated with the maximum risk within the source.
Although this concentration does not reflect the maximum concentration that
could be contacted at any ona tims, it is explicitly stated In OSWER Publication
9285.7-081, "Supplemental Guidance to RAGS: Calculating the Concentration
Term", the average is usad for two reasans:

1. carcinogenic and chronic nencarcinagenic toxicity criterla are based on
Hetime average exposures; and

2. average cancantration is most represantative of the concentration that wouid
be contact