
REVIEW OR RESPONSES TO U.S. DEPARTMENT OP ENERGY 
DRAFTECNALPHASB I: RFI/RI WORKPLAN 

FOR OPERABLE UNlT NO. 9 

PRlXD4INARY NOTE 1: Tbia r h  w85 conducted to assess the responsiveness to c o z r ~ ~ ~ b  
presented by H A Z ~  and DOE to the Draft Fmal Phase X Work Plan for Operable UJ& No. 
9. The following coding was employed to reflect respolurveness: 

")r = Yqthecommcntwascwertd, 
"IT = No,thtcommcntwasnotcavtttd; 
"NA" 

'5" = P a a i a n y c c m d ~ ~ e t o c o m m e n t ; a n d  "A" = 

No longer applicable based on cbauga not made sptdfitally to ad&- thk 

Additional comment resulting Liom responw to original comment or change 
made to documtat that impact its content di;ffcrentty than discussed in original 
cornmat set 

- comment; t 

All numbering of comments correlate to those contained in the response documtnt a d  
c0~tquMltly the original comment set The ftspoase document contained three sets of 
rtsponses. Each set of responses is idcntificd and xeferences to pagdscctbn/parapaph refer to 
theDRAIITFINAtPHAsEIRFI/RIwoRK.Pwdat&11I1Ip1. 
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~ C A L C O M U E N T S  

I. N Changa to the Work Plan (WP) do not reflect the s&ous coasxderation needed for 
DQOs although h e  constraints apparently preventd thir issue from bcixg 
adequately addrcsscd Major moddkations are still needed, - , 

L P  The changes to the WP do not completely address this general comment. The  
c~nstrahts are cited in many of the re~pcmsts to the specfic comments. The 
c h a p s  to the WP do not pm’dc the project s q h g  and work plan rationale that 
arentcd#l. 

2 N  

3. N 

The change to the WP do not address the concern for inadequate project smphg. 

Changes were not made to incorporate this cornmeat Tht response that the 
methodology for impact and risk assessment is adequate for a Phase 1 study f not 
accurate ’xht EEWP does not demonstrate how risk and impacts will be addressed, 
and how exposure to sweats ofconlsmlnatbn will be addresred It does not debs 
mediation Critcxia and pathways analysis. It doa not pmvide an adequate 
evaluath of criteria developed methodology nor its uncertainties and haw these 
dtcria can be used in impact assessment. 

4. N Changes wae not made to incOrporate tbk comment dthough the response s h m  
agrcuncnt with the iaadquaq of the qualiWqumtitative aspect of the risk 
assessmr=nt Tbe response states that “this part of the risk assessment is being 
further deveIoped”. 

5. P Changes were made to the WP to address this cmment The DQO process is not 
presented in adequate detail for this WP. 

6. Y Changes to the WP were not apected from this comment The rcpnse shows 
agreement with the comment 

DRAFT -, 



7. 

a 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

P 

N 

\ 
No change+ were ma& to the WP resulting from this comment %e use of 
reference areas should be qumtrtativcly defined in &e WP. The response that the 
WP Crccognkes the difficulty oE UJiDg refcrcnce area comparisons" is no: 
substantiat& m the WP. 

Changca were not made to incorporate this mmment. We uadentaud that the 
ecological inventory station l o c a t i ~  do not have any bearing ou the location of &e 
samples fix abiotic sampling. We are asking why dots the ewlogical study Wait for 
the xwufb of the ttbiotic a q h g  before finatidng the Pbase I design? 

Changes were not made to incorporate thb c~mment The response indicatcd a 
misUndcmtanding of the COPCCI~L The respo~ix~dicatcs that Task 3 field &rb 
WU not bo bdtiatcd until "8uEcient tnfoxmaticm on habitats and biota IpreJtnt have 
been wllected to plan.. . Out amcem deals with (data on habitats and biota 
present) data for contaminant l e d s  in endmental media 

Changa mr0 not made to inwvoxate this comnrat. The concern is that at 
complete EE is out of place at the end of Phesa L The Itla idtntifb Phase II as 
the time for biotic sampling. There is adequate justdidon for dmhatiog or 
greatly restricting the scope a€ the EE conducted at the end of Phase I. The hue 
was not addressed in the response. The rtsponse addressed isruts with whfch we are 
more or Icss in a&mment 

Changes were padally mado to incorporatc tbh wmxnent. The thrust of the 
comment was that the scope of the EE should probably bo p a t &  cut back g b a  the 
disturbad nature of the OU9 ewironmeat. This general Oomment was hcoxporated 
int0 the methodology, and deusion pomts wcrc identified at which the need and 
advisability of procctdrag to tbe next stage in the auessmtnt would be detennrn ' cd. 
We have not cxarpined in detail how thk decision mehdology is being employed. 
Verbiage was a h  induded in Section 9.1.2 which indicated that 1[Hslco 1 and 2 were 
already partially completed. This is me, but not to a scat meat 

Changes were not made to incorporate this oomment The xespoxlse s h d  general 
agreement with comment, indicating that the 'actual mechanisms for hteption 
(m&gs, data exchange) need to bc ddoped". Stctioxr 9.l.l has not been 
modified to acidrcss ti& ccrmment 

- +... " - q  ..- - "  
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DraftrlRheseIRFI/RI 
Work Plan dot ou 9, RFP 

1. 

2 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

B 

9. 

10. 

P 

N 

YA 

P 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

Changm to the WP reflect some incorporation of thcamment but do not reflect 
that an objective of the baselme EE shodd be the Itvaluation of potential tcological 
effects under future conditionsu. 

We disagrze: d the statement that "use of information generatcd by the EE is a 
broad categoxy that needs to be addressed by DOE" Thw document should d c d  
the NCF' requirements for ecological critcri~ No change to the document resulted 
from thIs commmt 

Although the comment was incorporated, a change was made to the WP text that 
refers to the Phase I RrmRI Work Plan for O W  having been r e v i d  during 
preparation of this Work Plan. The OU 4 Work Plan was the reviewed plan. 

Although the comment was accepted. The wdification does not suBcientIy 

> - -  -.. I 

I 

d c s m i  the b 1 0  of future use s c c n a h  in these EE assessment acthitid"' 

The revised WP dots not d k c t  the neal for review and revision of EEl obj& 

Revision to the text was made. It does not provide the detail requested in thc 
coxment for .weighted best evidenceu and does not addras a cornpadson to other 
approaches commonly used in ecological impact and risk asesrmmt 

me WP tcxt iS not h g e d  and no disausiod. oE the role of Phase I abiotic 
sampling is pddd 'Ibe response states that the 'Ssmpbg is planned for Phase I 
and II to meet that data n d " .  This should be discussed and rationale prmdtd iu 
the text of this WP. 

I 

~ The WP text is not changed. n e  rcsponse states that the m-cctmments addrws 
activities that will occur during the implementation of the EE". This document 
provides plans for implementation of the EE. The WP should include all advitics 
to be conducted during hplementabon. 

Tbc response notes the comment and iodicates 'RO nrpopse" and that "Conceptual 
mod& for pathways ConntCting OUs have not been developed*. This should have 
bcen done for the development of this WP. 

Tbe response states that The Task 1 efforts that have bccn accomplished havc been 
identified in the text" me WP text just states that they were gparti&y completCda 
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11. Y 

12 P 

13. N 

14 P 

Is. N 

16 N 

17. N 

la N 

19. N 

20, N 

21. ET 

\ 
but does not iden* the completed efforts. These efforts should be ideuSed in the 
UT. 

The dcchion point at the end of Task 2 1s identified in the WP toh 

Only the finst part of this five part comment was addressed The four parts that 
were not &wed leave the WP incomplete. Please see the origb.4 comment. 

changes that wen made to this paragraph do not relate to this womment, The WP 

Only the fourth part of this fnrc part comment was a d & d  'xhe othex aut parts 
were not addressed and leave the WP hcumpkte Please gee the original commextt 

Although the xcsponse indicates the "comment noted", RO changes were made to the 
WP text. The rraponse indicates that the 'pathway model approach and litem- 
search is still to be dcvelopd in detaa". "be discussion of pathway madd approach 
and verificatxcm methodology and how "exposure level of dose" can be detcrmjncd 
through litem- values should be sncluded in the Wa. 

The response indicates m&catiom to the WP text. These modifications do not 
appear to be related to tat commait. The comments are noted but am not 

+ - 

.. - *-..-e 5 -$ - 
c - . - -  

text is not mmodlfitd as 8pprOpdZik" as stated in the response - 7- 

Kdected bl thC WP af 

The response states that this kzEoanation will be provided duriog impleslentation d 
the EE 'Ibis information should be inJuded in the WP. Please see the odghl 
comment. 

Changes to the WP text arc not dated to tht comment. An adequate response to 
thjs comment is not provided. PI- see the original commeak 

cbangcs to the WP text do not define "CompXctc data valsdation". Change just states 

No changes were made to the WP text. Rcspwse to the m m a t  was not reImt  
Please see the origiual comment. 

No changes wcn made to the WP rclated to tbe comment The wncerns rdattd in - - 
the original co-t should be rdected m the WP. 

'data Compilation and data validadon'. lhwe should be dehd in the WP. 
~ 

, 

I 
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2 2 N  

23. N 

2 A . N  

25. N 

26. P 

27. N 

2 8 N  

29. N 

30. N 

3L N 

32. N 

33. N 

---- 

No changca m made to the WP text. The response states tbat "This information 
was developed in prcviouJ work and was used is the EEWP verbatim". The issues 
B&@ in tho comment shodd be addressed in the WP repr@ess of the source of 
inf0nnatior.L 

No changes were ma& to the WP ted The response states, the wnceptuai mod4 
was presented Section 2, the infomatmn in this section should be d k d  in the 
contezt of the model. 

NO changes were made to text due to ' h e  frame. 

No c b g e s  were made to text. The nspomt states that infomation fm mapphg 
OU9 biotic CharactetisHCs was unavaikbk This OU9 bioW charactcrhtic5 should be 
understood and provided in this WP- 

l h o  of the three parts of this comment wge bxporated. The use of herbicides iS 
stated to be unknown and to be evaluated 'Xbi infomation should be e d e d  h 
the WP. 

Muor modification was made to text. The mponsc states that the the  frame 
limited lncoxporation of this wmmtnt 

No changes were made to the WP tat The comment is noted. The respnse states 
agreement wth the comment. 

No changa were made to the WP tclxt 'xhe response stam that These taxa bavlb 

not betn tompletelp identZkd.'' Thu; sbould be provided in the WP. 

The t a t  was m M 4  it does not idtntiEy the Preble's Meadow Jumphag Mouse a$ 
being found along Woman Chek 

The changes to the WP text do not reflect the comment. 

No changes were made to the WP t e d  "be response states that "Ihtsc wetlands 
have not been evaluated or described". This infomatron should be mdudtd in the 
w. 
No changes were made to the WP tcxt Redudon of uncertainty is stated to be a 
'general objective oE the whole El3 prcxes'', but tbe tat  dou not addtea how the 
'proctdurw are intended to reduce the uncertahv. The WP should include this 
m€ormatioa 
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34. N 
- 

35. N 

36. N 

37. P 

\ 
- 

I 
Mod~€ications have been made to the paragraph The comments were not 

No change4 wete made to the WP tsR. The response states that the comment will 
be "used where appropriate". This is not done. 

No &ages were ma& to the WP text Response statcs that time and spaca 
boundaries "depend on Phasc I sampling aad sitc CbaraCteriZation". Nowtheley this 
claxification should be hcludcd m the WP. 

Mdication to the tad refer to a lack of 'historical data base" for devtloptncnt of 
DQOs. Tbe data gaps should be identified in the context of the conceptual model 
for development of DQOs. 

adequately a d d d  Tbe information should be provided m the WP text. _- c 

... J -  - 2 -  - -  

38. N 

39. 

40. N 

41. N 

42 IN 

43. N 

44. N 

45. XIJ 

46.N 

No changes were made to the WP tat due to time frame. 

This number was dipped in the origioal comments. 

Although the first part of this eight part comment bas bem incorporat& into the 
PW t d ,  the m a i n &  itsucS in the comment am not addrtssed The response 
indicates that appmpxiate modiIicatioly were made This 3 not the cast, 

No change were made to the text although the response indicated thdt the text was 
modified as appropriate. 

No cbangtswerc made to the tnt. ThC response refers to the SI? fbx discusion oE 
"use and need for a reference zed"' 

No cbanges were made to the tuct. The response indicates that the text was 
modified as appropriate. 

No changes wen made to the tart. The response notcs that "IteIatiopiships between 
food webs and conceptual model a n  hawn to the authon" and 'tKill be 
incorporated into implemcntatioa". This information should be provided in the WP. 

Changes w e  made to the tart that do not address this comment. 

No chanp wttc made to the text. Tbt  response states that changes were not made 
due to the 'extenwe revisionsuggesttd': 

DRAFT 
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47. N 

48.N 

49. N 

50. N 

52 N 

5 2 N  

53. N 

54. N 

55. N 

56 N 

57. N 

58. N 

59. N 

60. N 
61. N 

6 2 N  

No changes were made to the tat The resposc statcs that changes werc not made 
due to "ateosive d o n  suggested@. . *  - 

No changes were made to the tat, The lresponse indkatcs othendsc 

No changes were ma& to the text due to time Erame and the &ensive rcviSion 
suggtsted. 

No changes were made to the text -- due to tfrne €nunc. 
.* - -  c 

No changes wcrc made to the text due to t h e  frame. 

No changes were made to the text due to time h e .  

No changes were made to the text due to tune h e .  

No changes were made to the taR The rtsponse states that the COC fist 'bill be 
modhd as sampling data is generated'. The preliminary list is of kttle MIUC 

No changes were made to the te~d due to tune frame. 

No change were mde to the tcxt. ThC response states that other swtions reflect 
the potential for not needing reference areas Clanfiation is still needed for 
Dinsufficient" available inbrmatmn. 

No changes wexe made to the tc& The response states that "These dedsion 
proases wiIl be tested and modified as necessary during the implementation of the 
EF. n e  screening level risk assessment should be reflected io the deckion process, 

No changes were made to the text The response states that "sections on DQG has 
becn modified", These changes do not address the FSP and CODsirtenq between 
tasks. 

No changes were madc to the text due to time framt. 

No changes wen made to the text due to lime frame, 

No changes were made to the text. The comment is a& with in the response. 

No changes were made to the tat The response &agrees with the conmeat by 
stating the sampling program provides adquate soil sampling for the ecological 



63- N 

6 4 N  

65. N 

66. N 

67. N 

68. N 

69. N 

70. N 

71. N 

72.N 

73. N 

74. N 

75. N 

'$ 

characterhation considering the dsturbed habitats at the ate. Justification for the 

No changes were made to the text The reponso states that "&sawion on this 
important point not attempted". Review and mdxfhtiop of the Phase X RWRI 
field invcstigatiom should be disansed in the WP. 

No changes were made to the ted. '3% xespoase states that the jusflication wiU be 
provided in the EE. This justification and support of the lack of concern for biota in 
the OU9 sediments should be included in thc WP. - 

No changes were made to the tart. The nsponst refas to Section 2. Tho 
discussion on ground water should be mor0 complete in this section of ths WP. 

- adequacy of thc samptog program should be provided. 
.%< 

*.. 
1 

No changes we2e made to the text due to extensive r&ions required. 

No changes were made to the text due to timc ftama 

No changes wete made to the text. Ibe ruponse refers to the FSP for the 
informatron in the comment. "his information should be included in this d o n  of 
the FVP. 

No changes were made to the text The response states that it 1s 'premature to 
develop this detailed a conceptual modd". 'Ih information should be available for 
the w. 
No changes were made to the tc;xt. The response refers to the FSP for the 
information which should be inc4udcd in this section of the WP. 

No changes were made to the text due to time frame. 

No changes wcrc made to the text due to ttme frame The authors agreed with 
comment 

No changes were made to the text due to time frame. 

No changes wcrt d e  to the tc;r+ The authors agrecd to the suggestions. 

No changes were made to the text The rgponse states that Tasks 5 and 2 arc "not 
cooductal septuatcly", but that they "may be done connurcntly as suggested". This 
is somcwhnt Coafusing although it a p  the authors agree with the COmmtIlt 
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76. N 

77. N 

78. N 

79. N 

80. N 

81. N 

8 2 N  

83. N 

84. N 

85. N 

86- N 

87. N 

88.N 

89. N 

90. N 

91. N 

DdtFln;llPbPreXIUWI 
Work Plan for OU 9, Rm 

\ 
No cbaoga wcrt made to the text. The mponst states agreement with the 
comment 

No changes were made to the t d  due to time frame. 

No changes werc made to the t f f t  The response shaws agreement with the 
cclnunent and indicates no modLficBtioIu 

No changes were made to the text due to time frame 

No changes were made to the text. The m p e  shows agreement with the 
comment but docs not indicate where the infomation is provided in the KEWP. 

= -  

No changes were made to !ha text. The response states that cldcation will be 
provided. Tbis should be prwvidcd in the wl?. 

No changes were made to the tek Tho question raised in the comment should be 
addressed in the WP. Pleast scc the onginal comment. 

No changcs were made to the text. The respnsc hdicates that modifications were 
made as appropriate. 

No c h a p  were made to the tcxt. The response indicates that mocbfimtions were 
made as appropriate 

No changes wcre made to the text due to a’mt frame. 

The response iudicata that au SOP docs not exist for soii microbial functio~. It is 
stated in the WP that this assessment may be needed. If so, an SOP should be 
developed- 

No changes were made to the text due to time frame. 

No changes were made to the text due to time frame. 

No changes were made to the text due to h e  frame. 

No changes wcrt made to the text due to time h m c .  

No changes were made to the text due to time &me. 

DRAFT 
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93. N 

94. N 

95, N 

96.N 

97. ET 

sa N 

99, N 

100. N 

101. N 

102 N 

103. N 

104. N 
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c - -  
'5 

No changes werc made to the text due to h e  frame and the cxttmrv e revisions 

No cslanges were made to &e text. The response shows agreement with the 
comment and indicates that the text w u  not moddkd. 

No changes were made to the text due to time frame. 

No C h a ~ p  wese made to the t o h  Tho response shows disagreement with the 
comment. Please see oxiginal comment, the coxdating section of the WP, and tbe - .. - .- 
response, 

No changes wcr0 made to the text. Tht response shows agreement with the 
comment aud in&cates that the tzxt was not modifitd 

No changes were ma& to the ttxt The mthom a@ with the comment and cited 
the FSP content as the rquirement for the repciitrvc information of earlier sections. 

No chqges m e  made to the texb The authors agreed with the comment and cited 
the FSP content as the xequirement fix the repetitive Somation of earlier stEtioM. 

No changes were made to the text. The response shows a&reuncs.t with the 
comment and indicates that the tat was not modEed. 

No chimp were made to the text The response shows agrcement with the 
comment and indicates that the text was not modXed. 

No changes were made to the t tx t  The response shows agreement with the 
comment and indicates that the text was not rnodititd 

No changes were made to the turt. The response shows agr-t wth tbe 
comment and indicates that the text was not modlbd 

No cbangea weft made to the text. The authors state disagreement that aquatic 
habitats and taxa arc mportant. TI& should be indicated and supported in the text 
of the w. 
No changes w& made to the tcb me authors duagrecd with the commtllt 

- -  
~ - - =  - e . .  -I suggested. - -  

' -  

Pleasc sct the origid wmmcst. 



/ 

Y a p  12 o f 2 3  

DraU Fd Pbme IRFURI 
Work Pbn hr OU 9, RFP 

e ,  : 

105. N 

106. N 

107. Er 

108. N 

109. N 

iia N 

111. N 

112 N 

113. N 

114 N 

135- N 

116. N 

No h g e s  were made to thc text. Tbe ~ p o n s c  shows agreement with tho 
comment and indicates that the taj was not modified. 

No changes were made to the t a t  The response shows agreement with the 
comment and hdcat- that the tad was not modified. 

I -  1 

No change we= made to the t~ct The r u p o ~ s e  pruvided should be included and 
supported m the WP. 

No changes were made to the kit. The ~ ~ O I J S C  inriicates disagrment with the 
comment. Pleast 6tt the original comment. 

No changes were made to the text. Tht response sbaws agreunent with the 
comment and hd~catcr that the tcxt wds not modzfied 

No changes were made to the tut- The re3ponsc shows agecment with the 
a m e n t  and indicates that the text was not rnodXed. 

No changcs wcm made to the text The statement "duplicate vs colIocatcd samph 
has Dot becn decided" &odd be r#olvcd This Xomation should be knm and 
reflected in the W. 

No changes were made to the text. Thc response shows agreemcut with the 
wmcnt and rndicates that the text was not m-ed. 

No ChangeJ were made to the text The response sbows agreement WJth thc 
comment and indlcata that the tat was not m d i e d .  

No changes were ma& to the ted. The mporrse indicates that the "bullets" 
refemxi to in the camment ltre sitc characterization parameters. 

No changes were made tu the tat. The authors a p  wth the c~mment "he 
xcsponse further states that the p h t  study and the 
proposed here arc the same. CJarify that statwntnt 

No cbanges were made to the text. The rcjponse indicates that the 'decision pobb 
have betn noted and will become part of the EE implcraentation. These dcdsion 
points should be detetmin#1 and identifsed in this WP. 

qdtative studies 
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RESPONSES TO aAzwRAp COMMENTS 
DRAFTElNALPBASE3IWORKPLAN 

FOR OPERABLE UNII NO. 9 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

a 

7. 

a 

9. 

10. 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

Y 

Y 

No changes were made to the te=d Potential pa- and site sped& ngosurc 
factors should ham been dctermintd during the initial sa& Iprior to pscparation 
o€thewP. - .. 
No changes were made to the text. The nsponsc indicates that this EEXP is 
consistent with other OUs and that the integration of OUs wiU be done et a later 
date. 

- * t - _  7 . .  

- _  - 

No changes were made to the text. No rcsporue is provided to this comeat. 

No change8 were made to the text. The hfbrmauon was assumed to not be 
availabk for preparation of the W. %%e re5pnsc states that &is hfOCmatiOxt wi i  
be evaluated prior to the fidd htigatlon. 

No changes were made to the tat. Tht rcspoase refers to Appendix B for the 
MomatiolL 

No changes were made to the t e a  The response refers to other SCctiD~s WP whcre 
tho f3Ii pIans are discussed ormkemcd. -Health sad SaGetyplaawhichk to 
be done by the cantractor implementhg the RWN is also referred to here 

No changes were made to the t#t The response refas to the SOPs for tbis 
information. 

No changes were made to the kxt The response refers to the SOPs for this 
information. 

To ad&- this comment, a0 Inappropriate l i e  was ~ ~ m o v c d  kom the text. No 
Momnation was added. The draft report stated that dermal exposure would be 
shown to be not quantitatively hportant. 

Comment is partiaUy incorrect, but the applicable portion has been implcsltntbd 

DJUUX 

c -  - 
6 -  
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SPEcLFlCcOMMENTs - 

1. 

2 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6, 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12 

l3- 

14. 

N 

N 

N 

Y 

N 

Y 

N 

N 

N 

N 

Y 

Y 

Y 

N 

- - 
& -  

No changa wcm made to the text The response indicates that the information is 
consistent with other OUs and aaeptabk. 

No changes we= made to the text. ThC rwponse states that this h€bmation fs 
important with rwpect to understanding the data m Appendix D. 
No changes were made to the text. The response indicates that no vegetative 
species WM: ox1 the endangcrai Iist when the WP was completed and that any new 
infomation is to be icorporated as it becomts available 

The general rcfcnncc to "a variety oE ducks" was deleted- 

No changes were made to the texL 'xht response kdicates that clar%cation has 
been provided. 

Appropriate changes were made to the tod  

No changes wcze made to the text The lctspoase indicates that greater detail iS 
prwided in the WP. 

No changes were made to the b z t  The response given is appropriate. 

No changcswae d e  to the tad The respomciodicatcs that this WP is 
cOlYisttnt 4th other OUa and that tbe FSPs for padous OUs win be integrated m 
the fuhxre. 

No changes wcrc made to the tart. The rcspoase indicates that the rekcme 
idcnhfiexi iu the text p d d e s  the Information. 

Appropriate change were made to the tart 

Appropxiatc changes wen made to the text 

Apprupdate changes were made to the tcxt. 

No changes were made to the tah The response showr disagreement with the 
CQmnlCIlL 

_ c  

.. 

- r, , 



16. N 

17. N 

ia Y 

19. N 

20. Y 

21. Y 

2 2 . Y  

23. Y 

24. Y 

25- N 

2 6 N  

27. Y 

28.Y 

29. N 

30. N 

31. N . 

32 Y 
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No cbangts were made to the tat The mponse shows disagreement with the 
comment. 

No changes were made to the text The response shows dkagrtcment with the 
COmmcxlt 

- _  - ,  

Appropriate change were made to the tat. 

No changes were made to the t g t  The respcmc appears to be adquate. It should 

Appropriate changu w m  made to the text. 

be incorporatui into the WP. 

Appropriate changm were made to the text 

Appropxiate changes were made to tha text. 

Appropriate changes were made to the t a t  

Appropriate changes were made to the text. 

No changes w a  made to the text- "he response appears to be adequate. It should 
be incorporated into the WP. 

NO changeswere made to tha text. Tbe response shows palid disagfeement with tho 
comment. See w m a t  25 response. 

Appropriate changes wen made to the tad 

Appropriate changes were made to the t ~ t  

No changes were made to the t& The =pome appeaxs to be adequate 

No changes were made to the text. The xl.slpnse state that the changes wcre 
made. 

No changes wne made to the 
will be pafomed by the amtractor imphentipg the WP. 

The rapoxue indicates that data management 



I 

33. Y 

34. Y 

35. N 

- 

36. Y 

37. N 

38. N 

39. Y 

40. N 

No changa wtlc made to the tcrt The response states that a hypothetical plume is 
giv+n. 

Appropriate Jlanges were made to the tart. 

Although the rrsponse states that SIUDpliog below the water tabIe has been 
addressed, this was not found in tbe text. 

No changes were made to &e tcxL ’Iht rapoxrsc shows disagreement with the 
comment 

Appropriate changes were made to the text 

No chmga were made to the text The response indarks that changes wexc mark 

I 
iiL 

- 1  

D R A F r .  

- -  
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(Note: These comments were not numbed in the response document. Numbers for commaxts 
were generated dUriag this miew.) 
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l. 

2 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8 

9. 

IO. 

1l. 

12 

13, 

14 

Y 

Y 

Y 

N 

Y 

Y 

N 

Y 

Y 

N 

Y 

Y 

Y 

Y 

Appmpriate changes were made to the text. 

This couunent was implunentcd via reference to monthly and annual reports. 

'zhis comment was implemented via rekcnce to montbly and annual repoxts. 

. . -  
;- i - ~ - - 

No changes w e  made to the text. The response mdicata changes wexe 

Appropriate &anges were made to the tat. 

This comeat is being implemented through the development of procedures by the 
EG&G "EPA Group. 

No changes were made to the tat. The respast hdicatcs changes were 
incorporated. 

4pmpxiate changes were made to the text. 

incorporatcd 

Appropriate changes wete made to the text 

No changes wefc made to the tab. The reJponse indicates that scoping actinriticS 
that should have been implemented pdor to the development of the WP would be 
condudcd prior to the implementation of the tasks m tht WP, 

Appp~iate changes were made to the text. 

Appropsiate changes wexe made to the text. 

Appropriate changes were made to the t a t  

No cbqe-s to the textwere rrQuired kom this comment. l[he response provides an 
appropriate answer to the question 

DRAFT 
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15. P 

16 N 

- 

17. Y 

- 18. Y 

19. N 

20. Y 

21. Y 

2 2 Y  

23. N 

24. N 

25. N 

26. N 

27. Y 

28.N 

29. Y 

. --- - 

*or changes were made to the texL me response pravidw an appmpriatt answer 
to the comment Its content sbodd be included in the WP. 

No changes were made to the text. The response Hdicatci that scophg activities 
that should hme been implemented prior to tht dewclopanent oE the wl! would be 
conducted prior to the impIemenhtion of the RFURL 

Appropriate changes wao msde to the tcxt. 

Appropriate changes were made to the text.- - 

No change wexe made to the tab. The nspoxlse indicates that these drainages are 
a part of the "OU9 environs" discused in the text. 

Appropriate changes were made to tbt tcxt 

I 

- - 7  *- c - 

l 

c .." 

I 

Appropriate changes were made to the tcJh 

Appropnate changes w m  made to the text. 

No changes weze made to the ttxt The response showj disagreement with the 
cOmmmt 

%or changes were made to the t e  The cbnagcs hulkate that tbe l5 safely 
factor t "safe and reasonable", but justification and the odgh of the sa&Q factox 
were not prodded. 

No changes were made to the tact. The response shows d i s a v t  with tbe 
Comment 

No changes were made to the text, The response indicates that these tirainages are 
a part of tbe "OU9 environs" diymsed in the text. 

Appropriate changes were made to the text 

No changes were made to the tgf The response indicates that an attempt was 
made to d e t d e  if hydraulic conduddty data were singe values or weraga 
values Tbis intormaton was not found pxior to tbe publication of &e WP. 

Appropriate changes werc made to tbt tcx~ 

DRAFT 



30. N 

31. Y 

32 Y 

33. P 

34. N 

35. N 

36. Y 

37. N 

3 8 N  

39- N 

40. N 

L 

- 
\ 

No cbanga were made to thc text. ThC tcsponse shows disagreement with tht 
- 

I comment 

Appropriate changes were madc to the text. 

Appmpriatc changes were made to the tc& 

changes were made to the fip to Includt fugitive dust and sediment. Coatrafy to 
the response, tho request for highlighting the bedrocldduvial intuface was not - 

NO cbanges were made to the texL The response indicates that EG&G is i~ the 
process of assessing ARARS and that the results will be applied to OU9 as 
appropriate. 

NO changes were made to the text. Tho response indicates that this s-on of the 
text L a "...standardhS dLwfion which has bun developed with input from EPA 
and C D L "  and that dkussions with EG&G indicated that thac ARARS may be 
added to the standard d o n  ney were not added to the text for this ytlsioL1 of 
the WP. 

. - 
donc 7 -  

A p p u a t e  changes wtlc made to the text. 

No changes were made to tbc text. Ther responst indicates that scnping actipitks 
that &odd have been implemented prior to the development of the WP would be 

No changes were ma& to the text. n e  response indicates that the Health and 
Safety Plan Win be developed by the mntractm conducting the OU9 RFI/RL 

No changes were made to the tad The rcrponse ind~cates that EGBrG, Q>EE, and 
EPA consider ground water monitorhg to be %utside the scope of the Phase I 
ktigation'. The reqonsc rtfavlcer changes in Section 73.1.1 that have bew 
made to clanfy sampling procedures when ground watrr is awunteted in a pipehe 
test pit. 

No changa werc made to the tezt. The response re fa  to Egurcs 7-3 a d  7-6 
which iden% the test pits and boring 1ocati0xx~ where surfact soil sampks will be 

conducted prior to the implementation of the RFI/RL 

mn- 
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41. N 
- _  

42 Y 

43. N 

44. N 

45. Y 

46. P 

47- Y 

4 8 . Y  

49. P 

50. Y 

51. Y 

52 Y 

53. N 

54. Y 

55. Y 

56. Y 

\ 
No changes wcre made to the kxl The response dims disagreement wit& thc 
comment and that dismsions with dritliog contractors axld apdenced fidd ,. 

- - 
- -  - * - - .  ..- a _  penomel indicated Iogktical problcms with mgkd boxings. - - -  1 - - 

Appropriate changes were made to the tad. 

No changes were made to thc text, The response indicates that EG&G, CDH, and 
EPA consider gcound water mnitoring to be "outside the scope of the Phase I 

% *  _ -  6 
investigation'. 

No changes were made to the text Tbe response indicate !hat the rcfcrcncc 'x - 
documents that shall be web for calculation of committed effective d w  qd&t 
were added to the text. These rcfcrrcnces were not bund. 

Appropriate changes were made to the texk 

Changes to the text included the deletion of uncertainty anal+ but the relocation 
of this disarssion to the "general text. was not found. 

Approptiatc changes were made to the tart. 

Approp;datc changes were made to the text. 

Approprktc changes wete made to Figun 6-1, but change8 to the text were not 
made although the response indicates othcrwtc 

Appropdate changes were made to the t e  

Appropriate changes were made to the kx& 

Appropriate changes were made to the text. 

No changes were made to the text The response Hdicates that the surfidat soils llte 

included with the "vadose mnt soils' and that EG&G, 0% and EPA consider 
ground water monitodng to be "outride the scope of tb Phase I indgation". 

Appropriate changes were made to the tnt 

Appropriate changes were d e  to the text 

Appropriate changes wcxe made to the text. 
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57. Y 

58. Y 

59. N 

- 

- -  

60. I? 

61. N 

62 N 

63. N 

64. Y 

45, N 

46. N 

67. N 

6 8 Y  
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Appropriate changes were made to the ttxl. 

Ap&pxiate changcs wcrc m d e  to the text. 

No c b e n p  were made to the text Tbe response indicates &at mobile laboratories 
are not currently planned for OU investigations. Hawever, discussions between 
EG&G, DOE, and ELAZWRAP d&g meetings conducted Novemba 11-12 
indicated that mobile laborstoris will be used. The ttxt should be modifitd to 
reflect r the changes suggested in the commtnt 

C&anges made to the text indi te  that these scophg cfEorts will be conducted prior 
to the implementation of the WP. However, these activities should have been 
mmpleted during the development of thir WP. 

No changes were made to the text. The response shorn disagteeslent with the 
comment. 

- - < -  
- c  . - .  c . - -  - 

L.. r - - .  - 

c -  

No changes were made to the text. The response indicates that the FSP hcl& 
refenmces to SOP F0.16, *Field Radiological Measurements'' as appropriate to 
address radiological suxveys. The input to the WP requested ia the comment was 
not provided. 

No changes were made to the text. The respouse shows disagreement with the 
COmmMf. 

Appropriate &ages were madc to the tart 

No changes were made to the ttxt. The rcspoNc shows disagreemeat 6th the 
comment and that discussions wth drilling contracto~~ and arpexienced field 
personnel Wcated logistical problems with angled brings. 

No changes were made to the tcx& The rwporwc indicates that the dormation 
xequested will bc provided by the contractor implementing the RFURL 

No changes wcrc made to the tcxh I h e  response indicates that EG&G, CDII, and 
l2A consider ground water monitoring to be "outsidc the scope of the Phase I 
invatigatlon9. 

Appropriate changes were made to the t g t  

DRAFT 
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69. N No changes wen? nude to the tcxL The response indites that EG&G, CDH, and 

htigabon'. 

No chaaga were made to the text. The response bdicatcs that EG&G, CDX, and 
EPA consider ground water monitoring to be "outside tbe scope of the Phase X 
fmutigation". 

The rqucstcc? changc was inmrporatd. Thc nsponso indicates that f=xi&G, CD€& 
- and E A  consider pound mtet monitoring to be moutsidc the scope of the Phase X 

investigation'. 

The rqucstbd change was incorporated- The response indicates that EG&(3, CDH, 
and EZA consider grouud water monitoring to be "outside the scope of the Phase I 

-.. EPA consider ground wat# monitoring to be goutside the scope of the Phase I .- * rw- - 1 .  

..- ~ 

70. N 

71. P 
-7 - 

72 P 

lRVestigatim'. 

73. Y Appropriate changes were made to the taR 

74. Y Approprhtc changes m e  made to the text. 

75. Y Appropriate changes WMG made to the tat. 

76. N Nu changes were made to the t a h  T6e response jndicatw that release mechanisms 
arc covered in the second bullet 

77. Y Approprhte changes were made to tho text 

78. Y A p p ~ ~ p i a t e  changa were made to the text. 

79. P The requested change was implem#lttd in the first Occuttenct of Rx;I/Rx but not in 
the second occurrena 

80. N NO changed wtrt made to the twt The response is asmed to havc an editing 
problem since it indicates that incorpotation of this comeat "will add to the 
understanding of the text'. It ia assumed that the word "not" was Wveatmtly 
omitted bchvcen w ~ m  and 'add" by rnittake. 

81, P A s d n  on uncertabty in data coUccWcvaluation was tacluded but &e re~poass 
shows disagreement with the other part of this comment 



83. N 

84. Y 

85. Y 

86. P 

87- Y 

88. Y 

89. Y 

90, Y 

91. Y 

9 t . Y  

93. Y 

94. P 

95. P 

\ ...4 

No changes wcrc ma& to the text although the responst indicates that thc comment 
- - . .. -.. was incorporated 1 -- 

No changes wcrt made to the text although thc rcspowe indicates that the CQmmMt 
was incarporattd. 

- 

Appropriate changes were made b the text. 

- 2 - -  Appropriate c h p  were ma& to the tcxk 

The addition of 'andtor R U ~ C S ~ ~  afW analytical was mc3uded, but contrary to the 
response, the word "basic' was not delctcd. 

Appropriate changes were made to tho text. 

Appropriate changes were made to the text. 

Appropriate changes mre made to the texL 

Appropriate changes were made to the text. 

Appropriate changes were ma& to the t a t  

Appropriate changes were made to the tt;xt 

Appropriate changer were made to the text. 

The phrase "rE a vigorous analysis ir rq&ed" was deleted, but conrnry to the 
respoast, d c t d  on quantitative uncertibty analpis planned for the BRA at OU9 
was not provided. 

The bulfcts for evaluating w-ty were added to the appropdatt boxes rn the 
fi- but wntmy to the rqxmsc, a butlet for fiWtraasport modcling was not 
added to the exposure Bssessment box as the fcspons~ stated would be donc 


