
" I C &  REVIEW COMMENTS 
FINAL RFI/RI WORE; PLAN 

OPERABLEUNLTU 

1. Several standard operating procedurts (SOPS), which are at thc cmtm of thc planned 
samplhg efforts at OU12, have stil3. nut been submitted by EG&G to CDH and BPA 

for approval. These indude the amended sd sampling SOP, SOPs for opention of 
the EPGe in the field and the laboratory, and SOPs for soil and ground water field 
screening analyses. These SOPs must be submitted in a timely m q e r  so they may 
be reviewed by CDH and EPA befme field work begins at OU12. 

Section 2.4.2.1. Pane 40. u a m h  2. This paragraph discusses beryllium concentrations in 
soils and refers to Fipm 2-37. The units of concentratiOn far beryllium M Figure 2-37 are 

k e y 4  as ~ n ~ C t O ~ 6  per kilogram (ugkg) wheftaa the units are expressed as mg/hz on page 

40 and Table 2.4. 
response to comments document. 

discrepancy was not coITec&d on Fiigure 2-37 as stated in the 

Seztion 4.1.4. Pave 8. ~anprap h 2. The dm€t work plan and substquent comment response 

document mention the fact that surface water analysis data will be obtahed fiom sitewide 

surface water monitoring programs. Tbis version of the work plan does not even address 

this issue with such a statement No mention of surface water sampling is made in Section 
6.3, as indicated in this paragmph. Section '5.3.2 (Sub& 2 of the field imrcSrigation) states 

that ''...surface water samp1a will be detexmined from the mulb of Subtask 1". Thexefors 

a &finite plan to address sn~€am water h OU.12 does not seem to be developed at this 
time. The proposition of an industrial. area & water plan bas been put forth in 
meetings, and a a gencral concept is acccptablc to EPA. Eoweve& sbce 110 such plan has 
yet benpresalted, it is llecamy tbatpfilce w& sam,p.tiag far ou 12 be addressed in a 



technical mernomdum pxior to Subtask 2 of the held investigation. 

Section-6.2.1. Pages 5 an d6& What~istheadvantagein~gthtNaIpmbtfarspatial 
resolution of detected radioa&x60? This p b e  dots not appear to have the resolntion. . 
capabilities of the HPGe. Ths field o f  & for the IBPGc can be ,ductd by deploying it 
closer to the ground andlor shielding. In addition, no docamentation ar information is 
providcd concezning the NaI p b ’ s  s d t h i t y ,  j5e.M of vicw’, uperation, limitations, ctc, 
Although efforts designed to provide better spatial resolution of radiation m d i a  art 
encouraged, further UrpIanatiOn and documentation axe needed for this aspect of the radiation 

SLWCP- 

3 P ‘ A.lfhmgh some of the infomation pmided j, 
Appndix G is &I and infonnativt, it doc8 not contain a specific SOP for the aPGe as is 
claimed in the work plan The two documents that comprise this appendix, dated 1985 and 

1991 qectively,  also do not compxetexP specjfy detection limb for all radionuclides of 
concern or the &f€e..rent seflsitiyities of tripod YS, buck mounted detectom. Tabulation of 
both iustruments’ sensitivities is naded for a l l  radionuclides of hterest’ is &, in addition 
to specific SOPS. 

section 6.2.1. Pam 8. ParamDh 3. The discnsaiDn brei states that no vertical profile 

samples for radiowclide contamination will be conducted in paved artas. A subset of t4e 

paved area samplhg locations shmld jnclude vcrtid.prom samphg done in the same 

manna as in unpaved areas for the patpose of delineating the extent and distribution of 
radionuclide confarzllna ti& with respect to depth. This 9 justifid by the fact that depth 

of contambation for pmed and unpaved a n a  cannot be directly corxelated due to differences 

in exposure and disturbance through the y m .  

Sectim 6.6. Pages 52-52. EPA’s commcat #547 regaxding the Data Management‘ and 

Reporting section of the draft work plan’ was not completely addxessed by the forms that have 
been inserted as Appendix I. These f b m  do show t&e keqnested field data PaJamettrS for 
input to RFEDS and the initial step to be- in tracking samples by RFEDS, butthey do 
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not demonstrate that sample tracking beyond sbippiing date to the lab will be routinely 
accomplished. Sample tracking from the date of colbction through the final tmnsmittal of 
analytical resulk to the subcontractor is 811 hportant task that should be planned in advaace 

and routiueIy monitored.and reparted. One of the lessons learhed from the OU 1 ;tsc pr0-s 
and subsequent laboratory audit was that such sample and data tracking reports are important 
in giviug eady wanting to proja managers when delays am d g  that will impact the 
project. In addition it was Cletermhed that the format of analytical data p r c d  to tht 
subcontractor was initially a problem in that aU necessary data was not b&g made available 
frum RFEDS. Therefore, the data format should be reviewed in advance to be sure that 

these problems wjlt not occuf, F W y ,  traasmittal of anal$hl data from RFEDS to 

wbcor~tractors has only occurred aftm'epecific quests for such data. This seems to be a 

rather cumbemme process and it Is recommended that all pertinent analytical data be 
automatically transmiw to the subcontractors on a mutine basis. 

DOWEG&G may already Be addressing these jssues, but if not, it is stroogly recommended 
that these aspecta of data management and reporting be thoroughly planned prior to 

commencing field work. 
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