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AcCART, D Gentlemen
ACcDONALD MM
:CGQKEOXDEIE "::*'Ei" On Monday November 21 1994 the Department of Energy (DOE) presented a request
AUKERT, J G, to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Colorado Department of Public
%TUET%M Health and Environment (CDPHE) to decouple the Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA)
ATTERW(E,',LT’E_ 5G section from the operable umit (OU) No 5 and 6 draft RCRA Facility
CHRADER.D.C. Investigation/Remedial Investigation (RFI/RI) reports At that meeting all parties agreed
CHUBERT, AL that rather than decoupling the ERA the DOE would pursue a milestone extension
gﬁ%‘g&%ﬁ" request so that the ERA could be included 1n the OU 5 and 6 RFI/RI reports
TIGER. S.G.
QORHEIS. G.M Thus request to extend OU 5 and 6 RFI/RI schedules stems from the new scope required
AT E to adopt a watershed approach to generauing ERAs Review of the ERA portion of the
OU 1 RFI/RI Report revealed that the present scope of the OU based ERAs would not be
BICHFR . C acceptable to EPA and CDPHE for subsequent ERAs To this end the DOE 1n concernt
oLy 77 with EPA and CDPHE created an ERA methodology based on a watershed approach as
described 1n current ERA practice and EPA guidance These watershed ERAs will be
commonly rooted 1n three site wide techmcal memoranda (TM) which describe the ERA
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approach These TMs include the ERA conceptual model assessment endpoints and
ecological contaminants of concern Approximately three months must be added to the
OU 5 and 6 RVRFI schedules to accommodate completion of these TMs The new scope
described by moving from the OU specific ERAs to the new site wide TMs and attendant

wesvaicrshed ERAs 15 the pnmary justification for the OU 5 and 6 RFI/RI date extensions
requested below

The OU 5 and 6 schedules have been revised since the November 21 1994 meeung The
resulung Draft RFI/RI Report delivery dates are extended three months The proposed
extension for Final RFVRI reports 1s two months

Two factors nccessitate request for extension beyond the six weeks discussed 1n the
November 21 meeting First six weeks are necessary for incorporation of the ERA into
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the baseline risk assessment and the Draft RFI/RI Report. Second three weeks are added
by appropniating 20 days for EPA and CDPHE review of each site wide ERA TM

The proposed Interagency Agreement Table VI milestone dates are

OoU 5
Draft RFI/RI Report November 1 1995
Final RFI/RI Report Apnl 2 1996

Oou 6
Draft RFI/RI Report October 2 1995
Final RFI/RI Report February 21 1996

The following table provides approximate external deliverable dates for ERA site wide
TMs and OU specific ERA TMs This information 1s provided to give EPA and CDPHE
an opportunity to antictpate and plan for reviews

Draft Site Wide ERA Assessment Endpoint TM ~ January 16 1995
Draft Site Wide Conceptual Model TM January 6 1995
Draft Site Wide Ecological COC Screen Method ~ January 16 1995
OU 5 Draft Problem Formulation TM April 12 1995
OU 6 Draft Problem Formulaton TM March 13 1995

Several meetings will be convened with the EPA and CDPHE at regular intervals to
review status and gain EPA and CDPHE input on the TMs

If you have any questions or concerns please call Kurt Muenchow at 966 2184

Sincerely

IAG Project Coordnator
Environmental Restoration
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B Frazer EPA

B Miller EPA

C Spreng CDPHE

H Ainscough CDPHE
J Love CDPHE

F Lockhart ER RFFO
K Muenchow ER RFFO
S Suger EG&G

E Mast EG&G

C Bicher EG&G

N Holsteen EG&G




