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On Beptember 3rd, 1993, DOE, EP& and cDH otaff  met to dioaune t h e  above referenoed 
mabjeot- ThLu lottar  00rvel t o  doauahent CDH sad EPA ConQurrenoe w i t b  the Rpirit of 
tho propooal. The agenafeaB understanding of the proposed process i s  outlhed 
below. Details of how data 8hould be evaluated,  rLska c a l c u l a t e d ,  and 
protec t iveneoo  demonstrated remain t o  be WO~W out by technical nbaf f .  Our aamnon 
goaL L6 t o  keep the O l S a n U p  effort for these m a n  mwbg fonvard am efficiently a8 
pouoible while maintaining compliance with agpllcable r e g u l a t o r y  statuteo. 

pp2 
Phr cnarrent Phase X RFI/RI data (nource/ooilo) w i l l  need to be a c r u t i n b e d  and, 
where neae~eary, supplomcmted with addltional f i e l d  a a t i v i t i e o  to assem8 ground and 
aurface water conclit ions i n  and around the l andf i l l .  Thio additional work w i l l  be 
detailed through either a t e c h n i c a l  memoranduar that raobifioo the e u r r e n t  Workglan or 
incorporating the addit ional  work raquhuaents into the IX/IRA DeaLeion Document, a1o 
appropriate. 
aeQOtiat ion,  and the data from t h i s  full pathwa L effort w i l l  be preoented in 8 form 
yet Co be aQreod upon. 
the Phaee 1 program i o  intended to  eliminate tbe need far a Phase XI investigation. 

The format of  the Phase I EIst/RI report w L l l  be subjeat t o  

Performanue of this addtional churaotorfrattm work under 

Tho aotLon8 evaluated 1Ln t h e  I M / I R A  DeOL8LOb. Dooument for the preeent landfill can 
be limited to t h e  presumptive remedy alternatives for landfills. This  w i l l  satlofy 
the CiiWA c l o n u r e  sequiremento and be consistenk with EPA guidanoe. 8eoauue t h e  
roIcoQy can be presumptive, t h e  DeoioLon xbcument saope can be l h i t e d ,  allowfng 
proparatA,oa of tho doarri\rent concurrent: wtth supplermotztary field work. 

ORDER, m./ 

The l a n d f i l l  pond must also undergo calorure conouttent w i t h  t h e  landfill Ltoelf. 
The agenaies b e l i e v e  t h a t  eimultaneoue closuro of the l a p d f i l l  and the landf5.11 pond 
would bo appeal ing from an engineering and economic perrpectivo. Xn order t o  eelect 
a c o u r s e  02 aation for t h e  l a n d f i l l  pond, a preliminary e v a l u a t i o n  o f  riprk for t h e  
water, usdimento, and a d j a c e n t  Boils ( includhg rrpray evaporat ion areao) ohould be 
performod. If t h e  ponU represents  unacceptable riak, j o i n t  c l o e u r e  action would 
be warranted* 

Before a Correative Action DecLeLon/Record of Decis ion  can be executed,  a f inal  
Baseline Risk Aooeoement and a compmbenrrive e v a l u a t i o n  of tho p r o t e c t i v e n e o e  of t h e  
i n t e r i m  a c t i o n s  m n t  be completed. 
a8Prociatod areae, and be used i n  conjunotAon wibh CIWA requizemento to  determine 
What subsequent autions or addLtiona1 postTaZoedre care w i l l  be required.  

%hi6 w i l l  exatnine the l a n d f i l l ,  mnd, and 

Such 8 I 

deaision w i l l  be fOrmaliZ8d i n  the cm/ROD. I 
I 
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The agencies w i l l  not allow potential delays i n  the opening of the new landfi l l  t o  
adversely lmpact the closure of the existing l a n d f i l l .  

The agencies support the integratron of f i e l d  work into a comprehensive single-phase 
investigation addressing a f u l l  pathways analysis and incorporating appropriate risk 
analysis. This may be accomplished by modrfying the existing IAG-specified approach 
through issuance of technical memoranda and/or an IM/IRA Decision Document as 
described for OU7. Either approach w i l l  serve t o  focus the investigation, may 
employ "zf/then" alternatives i n  the process, and specify the use of early actions 
t o  mitrgate any risks. I f  no contamination requiring a response i s  zdentifred, or 
interim actions adequately address a l l  contamination, a No Further Action decision 
w i l l  be ultimately documented i n  the CAD/ROD. 

General 
Several administrative mechanisms and alternative procedures are possible to achieve 
the stated goals for both OUs. The agencies are flexible w i t h  respect t o  how the 
goals are reached. Based on the above guidance, the agencies request that DOE 
present a specific  proposal for the preferred approach. It w i l l  then be DOE'S 
obligation t o  direct and manage the agreed-upon procedure. 

While the agencies recognize that scope changes are acceptable Iustif ication for 
future IAG milestone impacts, delays caused by past funding and/or prioritization 
inadequacies remain the responsibility of DOE. 

I f  you agree w i t h  the process as outlined here, you may proceed accordingly w l t h  
preparation of the appropriate documents for submittal and agency review. 
have any questions regarding these matters, please c a l l  Dave Norbury (OU7) at  692- 
3 4 1 5  or Joe Schieffelrn (OU11) a t  692-3356 t o  schedule further discussions. 

If you 

Sincerely, A 

G a d  g. Baug&n, Chief 
F a c i l i t i e s  Section 
Hazardous Waste Control Program 

cc: Martin Hestmark, EPA 
Bob B i r k ,  DOE 
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Laura Perrault, AGO 
Jackie Berardini, CDH-OE 


