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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION Vlll @ O O ~ ~  7$-s3 9 9 9  18th STREET - SUITE 500 

Ref 8°F 

DENVER, COLORADO 80202.2466 

Mr &chard Schassburger 
U S Department of Energy 
Rocky Flats Office 
P 0 Box928 
Golden, CO 80402-0928 

Re DOES Request for Schedule 
Extension, Operable Umt 6 

Dear Mr Schassburger 

The Environmental Protecaon Agency P A ) ,  as lead regulatory agency for Operable 
Umt 6 (OU 6), has renewed your July 21, 1993, request for an eleven month extension for 
the subrmttal of the draft and fmal RFI/RI Reports for OU 6 After consultabon with the 
Colorado Department of Health (CDH), EPA has concluded that good cause emts for an 
extension of ten months to the schedule for the followmg reasons 

1 We r e c o p e  that si@icant progress has been made m mprovmg laboratory 
turnaround tune through recent Department of Energy @OE) efforts Therefore, we 
are w h g  to grant a one month extension for this acbmty, whch is approxunately 
the drfference between the onpal  Interagency Agreement (LAG) assumpbon of 63 
days turnaround tune and the current tune requued for ralonuchdes, 90 days 

2 Usewise, we beheve that through the efforts of the Quality Achon Team, 
sigDlficant progress has been made M mprovmg DOE'S procurement process These 
efforts were mtnted after the procurement for OU 6 support contracts, however We 
recogzllze that at the tune of the OU 6 workplan approval, separate procurements 
were requued for workplan preparabon and Implementahon Therefore, we are 
w d h g  to grant three months for preparabon and negotrahon of the mplementabon 
contract because h achvity was not mcluded in the onpal IAG rulestone schedule 
We beheve this situation constitutes good cause for a schedule extension as defmed by 
Part 42, paragraph 222 E of the LAG 

3 The final approval of the RFYRI: Workplan by EPA, granted on 
February 27, 1992, was one month later than anhcipated. Therefol.e, an adlhonal 
one month can be j ~ ~ b f i e d  m accordance with part 42, paragraph 222 B of the IAG 
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4 The ad&bod tune requued to review and approve human health nsk assessment 
techmcal memoranda was not accounted for m the onpal  IAG rmlestone schedule 
Therefore, we are w m g  to grant your request for three adhhonal months to 
complete this achwty We beheve there is good cause for an extension as defmed by 
Part 42, paragraph 222 E of the IAG 

5 The preparahon of an operable umt specfic health and safety plan was also not 
accounted for UI the ongmal IAG schedule We are w a g  to grant your request for 
a two month extension because of the delays associated with preparahon, review, and 
approval of ths document We recogfuze that field work can’t begin untd the 
document is approved, thus we beheve there is good cause for a schedule extension as 
defmed by Part 42, paragraph 222 E of the IAG 

W e  note that the requwement for DOE to re-submt a revised fmal RFI/RI Workplan 
was a result of DOE’s fdure to submt a complete and adequate document on September 16, 
1991, m accordance with the IAG schedule The requlred re-submttal does not consbtute 
good cause for extendmg subsequent mdestones Therefore, your request for four and one 
half months assocated with the RFWRI workplan is demed However, we further note your 
efforts m mtnlmlzlng schedule unpacts assocnted with the Endangered Species Act formal 
consultahon process Although thrs requued appromately five months, field work 
contmued dumg that period 

Taking mto account all of the above items, a total of ten months of schedule extension 
is granted The new rmlestone dehvery dates for submttal of the draft and final RFI/RI 
Reports for OU 6 are June 10, 1994, and November 18, 1994, respectrvely Smce three 
months of thu extension are a s m n t d  with submttal of techcal memoranda, EPA strongly 
suggests that DOE work with the regulatory agencies to mlnlmrze the number of submttals 
and the review tune assocfated with them by coordmatmg the scopmg effort and document 
preparahon In reviewmg DOE’s proposed schedules for the draft and final RFI/RI Reports 
for OU 6, we conclude that DOE can further exptxhte its efforts by conductmg the DOE 
Rocky Flats Ofice and DOE Headquarters reviews concurrently 

Lastly, DOE’s assumpoons whch form the basls of the new OU 6 mdestone schedule 
wdl not be considered as conditions for that schedule It is DOE’s responsibhty to meet the 
destone comtments for submttal of the draft and fmal RFYRI Reports for OU 6 and to 
request a schedule extenslon when good cause emsts Each request wdl be evaluated by the 
regulatory agench mdmdually A wrong assumphon made at h s  tune will not necessarily 
be considered as good cause for an extension m the future The above stated jusbfkatIon for 
grantmg an extension for submttal of the draft and final RFI/RI Reports apphes solely to 
OU 6 and does not apply to other operable umt schedules 
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We hope to contrnue workmg with your staff to find ways of further expedmng the 
preparation of the draft and fmal RFI/RI Reports 
Lavelle, (303) 294-1067 

Our pomt of contact on OU 6 is Borne 

Sincerely, 

Marbn Hestmark, Manager 
Rocky Flats F?roject 

cc Gary Baughman, CDH 
Harlen hscough,  CDH 
Noma Castaneda, DOE 
Pete Laurn, EG&G 
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