
On October 2 8 ,  1 9 9 2 ,  the OU1, E61 Hillside, Draft 2FI/RI Report was 
delivered to EPA and CDH, thus fulfilling D3Z’s IAG milestone obligation. 
The Draft RFI/RI 2eport %as prepared in accoraance with EPA Guidance and is 
based on findings from the 1991-92 field investigation. The field 
investigation was scoped and developed in the Work Plan, an IAG milestone 
document submitted to Khe Agencies in April 1091. The Draft RFI/RI Report 
will serve as a primary source of infornation f o r  developing successor 
documents including the: CMS/FS, Proposed Remedial Action Plan, and Record 
of Decision. 

Overall, the Draft RFI/EI Report indicates that the exten: of concamination 
and the associated human and ecological risk are not as extensive as once 
regarded. Considering the absence of a significant groundwater migration 
pathway from IHSS 119.1 znd the existence of the french drain/collector 
well system, the 861 Hillside poses a very low threat for contaninant 
migraKion cffsite. i?.s izdicated, only in tne hypothetical future-use 
residenzial setting does contamination at Oil 1 present r i s k  that could be 

_ _  considered unacceptable. -_ 

The Draft RFI/RI Report, ?-.;:?ich encompass i4 volumes, reports on the 
f:ndir.gs of comprenenslve field inves;igEcions desicned to hssess the 
potential impacts of conzamination arisinc from OU 1 to air, surface soils, 
subsurface soils, grounG--ater, surface water and sediments. Major findings 
2e:ai;ed in the 3raf; X F T i R I  Repor: include: 

Groundvater contarninazion is localized to a relatively small area 
c:rec:ly henea:h I Z S S  119.1. Signlfican: groundwater containation is 
Ilxized to Volatile Organic Compounds ( V O C s )  some of which are present 
a: concenzrzticns exceeding regulz:or;, csmpliance thresholes 
(e.g.,carbon :etrachlzricie and perckloroethene are rep0rte-J in the tens 
of pzrts-per-nillion range) 

_ .  

There exists -,rery li::le ac:ual  roundwa water' beneath OU1 that i s  
v2lnerable ;G im?sct. The easterr! portion of the site is characterize2 
by Generally dry c o n d 5 ’ : i o n s .  Grounaca~er is seen to occur periodically 
as ’we: z o n e s ’  racher char! saturated porous media subjec; Co hydraulic 
fcrces. T h i s  is 2 z2jsr reason why contamination has no’: micrated 
beyond the General vicinity of IHsS li9.1. Additionally. aquifer and 
soil properties i n  the easterr. porrion of the si:e are not conducive to 
porous systerr, f l o w .  Traditional grouno.GaEer coes exist on :he western 
porrion of ;he siye, however, $t is no: significantly impacted by 
contamination. ‘K‘ater level mezsurenen:~ made since installation of the 
rrench Drain s u q p e s t  :;qat the western ?orZion of 0 7 ;  is crying out 
similar to the easpern seamen:. 

Surface soils hz1.e been impacted by polycyclic ar~rnatic hydrocarbon 
( P A S )  compoune;. pk:-:s are :a:r~y evenly d i s c r ~ ~ u ~ e d  across the surface 
si;e. Tneir occcrrence does noL &??ear to be was:e-acti’~’ity related. 
Rather, ?i;i-is in s * * v z  L i L a ~ ~  s o i l s  are proba‘sly the result of vehicslar 
exhacs: C T  p c s s i s l y  from t;72 use of asphalt in nearby fzcilities such as 
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parkinc lots. 

Local a i r ,  subsurface soiis, sediments and surface waters in the South 
interceptor Ditch (SID) and Konan Creek do not appear to be impacted by 
ou1. 

____ --__ _ _  .. - - - _ _  ~ - - - 

The human health risk assessment findings demonstrate that: 

Current offsite risks to the public and risks to onsite workers are well 
below the hgency's region of concern (i-e., well below 1E-6). 

Risks to hypothetical future-use residents (e.g.. residents homesteadins 
right on O U 1 )  range from 1E;-5 to 1E-3. This range spans the typical to 
near worst-case SpectrtzT. Interestingly, quantitative uncertainty 
analysis indicates that the range of uncertainty in these risk estimates 
spans approxinaEely 3 to 5 orders of magnitude (1000 to 100,000). This 
zay call into question the hypothetical future-use risk analysis as a 
reliable datum for decision making. 

Risks to hypothetical future-use workers (includin~ a research 
biologist) would be on the order of 1E-5  which is within the Agency's 
range of acceptabi 1 i ty . 

Finc7,ings of the Ecologlcal Evaluazion suggest that overall, contamination 
at GU 1 has not acversely impacted the local ecology. Several localized 
areas of concern were identified. 

Work on the draft CMS/FS continued during the week. Initial effort will be 
directed todard refining 1L_r;iiRs and developing Preliminary Remediation 

. - __- - _ _  _ _  Goals. _ _ _  

On October 13, 1 0 S 2 ,  RFO petitioned EPh  and CDH for a 90-day extension on - 
a l l  IAG deliverabies downscream of the Draft RFI/RI Report. Attainment of 
this extension is critical as F V C 3  funding assumes tne extension, and the 
time will be needed to perform a quality j o b  on the Draft CXS/FS-SA. 
Currently, the IAS milestone date f o r  :ne Draft CFS/FS-EA is Harch 31, 
19C3; our schedule peti:ion requesceci a date of June 30, 1993. 

03 - - a  - -  Tank 205 has been removed from service to allow for a 
routine internal LnspecLion to c:?eck the tank's coating. Tanks are 
routinely i?specr& a f ~ e r  Iischarce of treated water. The tank is 
scheduled to be rezurnes to service before November 13, 1 9 9 2 .  

Discharge of Effli;enE Tank 2G7 began October 26, 1 0 9 2 .  and k'as completed on 
November 3, I??? ( 5 7 , 5 0 0  gallons). The water was treaced through the 
uV/Peroxide unit prior EO discharge to remove any organics that misht have 
leached into the xater from the tank coatings. The regulatory agencies 
have Srznted permission to allow future discharge from effluent tanks 
xithoat retreatmer.;. The organic contamination from the tank coatings has 
seen proven to be *dell below acceptable discharge levels. 

The total treated croundwater ccllected Is approximately 634,000 gallons, 
and the total discharced treated grounduater is approximately 602,500 
gal Ions. 

h3en the french drzin -;as built on the 6 6 1  hillside, much of the vegetation 
was destroyed. k: :he request of 3 ? k ,  a revegetation project was 
im?lernenEed, and :ne iziLia1 phase of seeding was very successful. Durinc 
:he week of tJovenSar 6, 1 5 5 2 .  :he final phase of revegetation was scheduled 
to be compieted, 3:: will 5,  delzyed approximately one week due to the 
sno~-y  weather. ,E. narive seed mix *-.lll bs spread and approxinately 100 

-- 



trees ( 2 ' - 4 ' )  . d l 1 1  be p!anted on the hillside. The dying barley that was 
----??an:ed--ea r ly--i n tk-aizae r~ i-l-l-se rve-as-a-rnu IC h- -f o r  the -new- vege t a t ion-.- - 

ov 2 - S Q 7  pad, y0-t P -_ 
-,IEP=/F>T T -- - 7 - -  RFO and EG&G met on October 2 7 ,  1 9 9 2 ,  
:o discuss alluvial, field work findings, and to identify tasks to be 
included in a revised Eedrock Work Plan. R F O  and EG&G will present a 
revised bedrock scope to the regulatory agencies on November 9 ,  1 9 9 2 .  A 
final schedule will be delivered to the regulatory agencies via a revised 
Phase I1 Bedrock Work Plan by March 1993. 

- -  The Pilot 3 -c yeun T 

Test Plan, In Situ Volatilization Tecnnology, S u b s u r f a c e  Z M / I R A ,  was 
delivered to the regulatory agencies on October 2 9  , 1 9 9 2 ,  the added IAG 
milestone date. The plan, once approved, is scheduled to be implemented in 
September 1993. This is the first of three pilot test plans that will be 
implemented to gather test data in support of tne remedial action decision. 
Data gathered by these three OU 2 pilot test plans will eventually enable a 
direct application of appropriate technologies to other OUs at RFP. 

The Pilot Test Plan was also delivered to the T R G  with a brief presentation 
on October 20, 1 9 9 2 .  Review of the plan by the TRG is optional. If the TRG 
decides to comment on the document, they will submit comments to CDH 
approximately Kovember 2 4 ,  1 9 9 2 .  The TRG com-nents w i l l  be included in the 
agency comments which are due to RFO/EG&G on November 26. 1992. The final 
version of this first test plan is scheduled for submittal to EPA and CDii 
on January 12, 1993. Inspection and system startup to begin pilot testing 
in the field is scheduled for September 1 5 ,  1093. 

PielC -reat- J 7 i - v  ~ - 4 t  ( p m  - The field treatability unit collected, 
. treated, and discharged i 6 2 . 4 0 0  gallons of surface water during the week 
ending November 4 ,  1 0 9 2 .  Operation was normal and without 7roblems. A 
snowstorm on November 2, 1 0 9 2  caused an increase in flow and turbidity. On 
tiovernber 4 ,  iSC2, two ( 2 )  drums of sludge were generated f o r  a total of 
~nree ( 3 )  druvs since Octcber 1, 1992. 

.. -_ . .  - __ __ . - 

*. 

R F ?  personnel continue to study the ?TU effluent with the F:iac/Royco 
particle coun:ing equipment. Final phases of the test are being concluded. 
The testing is beins con5ucted in accordance with the experimental plan and 
is goins well. A meeting is planned fcr November 13, 1392 with R F O  and 
EG&G personnel to discuss current activi:ies of the FTU. 

A.11 tne sludqe and filter s o c k  drums were transferred from the ?TU 90-eay 
storage area :o the interim storage plea (Unit i8.04). However, the four 
crannlar activa:ed czrbon ( G A C )  Cyclesorb Units located ~t the 90-day 
stcrage area .-.ill remain until permission is obtzined from the On-Site 
Transportaticn Coxxl-iittee to relocate these unlts to Unit 16.04. 

The bench scale equipment (Memtek Unit and Reverse Osmosis [RO] Unit) have 
been transferre? from the Protected Area (PA) to the FTU. The equipment 
will be set E=, within the GAC trailer, and a work pian will be developed to 
conduc: bench scaie studies. 

> - -.. --soil trench samplins was cornpleted on October 2 & ,  
1 9 5 2 .  Approximately 4 0  snrface sell s z n p i i n c  locations remain to be sampled 
along with the air sam;.ling t 3  complete ou 3 field work. 

A. meeting to disccss the Great Sestern Reservoir Management Plan was held 
October 29, 1-05:! x::h R F O  and Cicy of Zroomfield representatives. This plan 



xi11 define the fucure land use of Grea: Xestern Reservoir under the Op~ion B 

sediments. Ccrrently no CERCLA actions are scheduled or budgeted past the 
F.FI/F.I Report. This change in land use will mosL probably require C.”,S/FS 
activl:ies to be conducted, and depending upon the r i s k  scenario required, 
some remediation may be evaluated. The shorE-term effect will be to increase 
the cncertainty and complexity of the Baseline Risk Assessment in the RFI/RI 
Report. 

~.. 
~ Tr og r ~ v  . --u nd e r ~-0p t i on - j3 , - -the -re 5-e m o  i-r - w 2-1 5 -&-drained- -3-a e xp0-s e--t he-- - -  -__-- 

EG&G i s  drafting a letter to RFO to request guiaance on direction to fo l low 
with landowners who refuse to allow access for field sampling. 

o l r  4 - ,s&r pv - -  RFO and EGCG comments for the Vadose Zone 
Characterization Technical Memorandum are being incorporated into the plan. 
The ‘I” is expected to be finalized November il, 1 9 9 2  and submitted to EPh and 
CDH on November i3, 1 9 9 2 .  

Surveying in sample 1oca:ions and borehole locations was initiated on November 
6, 1992 for the buffer zone area of OU 4 .  

QCT L; - W- - -  Work on the HPGe survey stopped because of inclement 
weather and will resume after the snow melt. The geophysical surveys, EX and 
Kagnetometer, are still in progress at i E S S  133. The drill rig which arrived 
OR November 2 ,  1992 was inspected and drilling commenced below C1 Pond on 
November 3 ,  1 9 0 2 .  One of the two planned wells below the dam of Pond C1 was 
not drilled due to its position in an area of po:ential habicat f o r  the 
threatened species ’ Spiranthes Diluvialis - .  It is expected that this well 
w i l l  be drilled during drilling activities a: the old landfill. 

,he first sampling event of Technical Memorandum 1 (‘I” l), R e v i s e d  Necwork 
DesjgR -- - r i e l d  Sampling P l a n ,  was implernenced November 4 ,  1 9 9 2  in the Woman 
Creek Drainaae. This first sampling event ~ ; a s  the sj‘noptic sampling of Woman 
Creek at snox melt conditions. Tdelve surface water sites and eight sediment 
sites vere smFle5 and flow measured. 

- - _. .- __ 
m 

QLT 6 - &-- f-?**L -- Sediment sampling is 6 0  percent complete in the ponds 
(ISSS 1 4 2 ) .  Surface soil sm,pling is compie~e 0:: the North Area S p r a y  Field 
(IHSS 167.1) and the Triangle Area ( I i i S S  1 6 5 ) .  Soil boring is in procress on 
IESS 167.1. F i e l d  s a m p l i n ~  activizies for :he Environmental Evaluation are 
proceedinp. The second drilling ria w i l l  go into service on tdovenber 7 ,  1 9 5 2 .  

Discussions wiEh E ? h  and CDX regardincl ??< i ,  Addendun; to F i n a l  Phase  I t?.rI/Ri 
work ?la.?, will ke held as soon as the schedule of ail parties aiiows a 
meeting to 5e neld. 

.-  

9’J 7 - -  - - F i e i d  mobilizazion continues. Project persocnel are 
movinc equipmen: into the field trailer. A connex trailer is being usee for 
additional equipmen; storage. A trailer space and electrical hookup is being 
setu;, for cse by ihis project fo r  the fie12 cas chromatograph unit. This unit 
will support the soil gas survey and BAT sampling. 

There was a meeting held with the RFO project manager and SG&G on October 30, 
1 0 9 2 .  The intent of :his meezing was to upda:e the EFO PH on the status of 
the prsjecz and :a  discuss i s sues  per:aininS to :he risk assessment. The 
major issue c;as wnat policy m E  =ants to estzblish with respect to exposure 
scenarios ar.6 r i s k  calculations. if the 325 p~licy is not to challenge 
certair, scenarios such as the onsite residenzia? scer,ario xith no 
inscitc:ionzl cor.trols as unreasonable, :her: ~;.~lu~cion of a ’matrix’, or 



several scenarios approach to risk calculations, will irxpact tne overall costs 

reasonable scenarios may impact the overall schedule for a risk assessment. 
Since the risk assessment is on the critical path for the RFI/RI 
investigation, this may impac: mi1es:ones. 

- ~ rcaz--conduc~&qg,-.i~ k a s e s s m e n t s  - -On<-h .o th  e --han&-neg 0L.iiiLiW - far-  rnOrA-.. -. - - _ _  

QLl e - 700 u c p .  - -  The Draft Final Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan L'as delivered to 
RFO on November 2 ,  1 9 9 2 ,  approximately two weeks earlier than originally 
scheduled. This extra time will allow RFO to review the work plan prior to 
final submittal to CDH and EPA on December 1, 1 9 0 2 .  A comment review meeting 
is being scheduled with RFO and E2&G to go over the plan. 

Q17 0 - 0 - m  pr- --Due to the FY93 funding allocation, only 
a minimal ievel of effort for project management tasks will be performed on OU 
0 .  These tasks include Administrative Record maintenance, weekly highlight 
preparation, monthly report review, ADS review baseline preparation, and FY9Z 
work package preparation. It is being proposed to conduct OU 9 field work 
Ender the Industrial Area Interim Measure/Interim Remedial Action (IM/IRh). 

Q'T 7 @ - t- --Responses to work plan comTents from the 
regulatory agencies were prepared and submitted to RFO on October 1, 1 9 0 2 .  
D u e  to the FY?3 funding allocation, only a minima? level of effort for project 
management tasks will be performed on OU 10. 1: is being proposed to conduct 
OU 10 field work under the Industrial Area Interim Measure/Interim Remedial 
Action (IM/I-). 

- -  - . -  - -  
Oc7 7 1 - West s ; c ~ ~  ~3 --E. proposal was made to streamline the field 
sampling in OU il. C 3 i i  commented on this proposal by stating that the mininum 
data necessary to support a bio Further Ac:ion Justification (N?f-.J) would be 
EL the sane level required to support a risk zssessment. CD?i asreed thai 
limiting field operations to a single phase would be mutually beneficial. CDFi 
~ l s o  agreed to attend a scoping meeting with RFO and E i X G  in early DecemDer EO 
assist in developing an acceptable field sampling scope. The usability of :he 
EPGe detector data for risk assessment is cdrrently being invesiigated. If 
this data is not acceptable f o r  risk assessment, then the applicahilicy of 
tnis technique with respect to new screamlining guidance needs to be 
evaluated. 

9" ' 2  - 4 I J o / p o c  - -- CD% and EPk comnezts on the Final Phase I R F I / E I  
wzrkplan were fzxed to RFO curins the week cf November 2 .  1 0 3 2 .  The W o r k  Plan 
1s conditionally approved sobject to resolution of the comments. X o r k  ?la> 
revision and comment responses are due no later than Decemjer 1 2 .  1 0 9 2 .  kll 
previously sc3eduled activities fo r  T Y ? 3  w i l l  be delayed cue to limited '"93 
fundins, and zl1 planned field work will be addressed in the proposed 
inccstrial Area. It~/Itik. 

- -ea - -  The Oil 13 Final Phase I 2FI/RI Work Plan was submitted to 9'' 7 3  - 3 0 0  > 
the reculacory agencies on Oc~ober 9 ,  1 0 0 2 ,  :ne IhG milestone dace. Work on 
the Sta;eme?t of Xork ( S o d )  has been Initiated, but the balance of previously 
scheduied fieid activities will be addressed in the proposed T>. Z X A ? .  

There has bee- no activitjf 0:. this project durinG this past week. A phone 
cDnversacion w i t h  Joe SchiefEelin c,f the Colorado Departmen: of iiealth on 
Ocyober 2 7 ,  1 0 0 2  was placed to check on the progress of che review of the 
r i n z l  i?FI/ i?I  ;:ark Plan f o r  O ' L ~  1 3  submitted to C31i and E?h. on 0c:oSer ? ,  1'192. - .  



The agencies are exDec:ed to com3lete their reviebl and provide comments and/or 

Schieffelin hinted that the work Plan may not be approved until the question 
of ARARs and chemical benchmarks is resolved, the final SOP for the HPGe 
detector is approved, and minor changes to the Field Sampling Plan are made. 
‘;‘he SOP for the HPGe had been submitted to the regulatory agencies for 
approval, but has since been returned with numerous comments. The request for 
changes to the Field Samplinq Plan will probably include additional sampling 
resulting in an increase in scope. Work on the Statement of Work has been 
initiated, althou~h the budget for this fiscal year is not sufficient to begin 
field activities. Summary information was generated for the year end review 
which stated that unless full funding (approximately $ 4 . 5  million) is 
allocate2 for this project this fiscal year, the August 8 ,  1 9 9 4  IAG milestone 
for the delivery of the Phase I RFI/RI report is in jeopardy even though no 
IAG milestones for this year will be missed. 

QV 7 4  - SncLPnc; Z i V Q  s m  --The Final Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan for OU 14, 
Xadioactive Sites, is currently under review for approval by EPA and CDH. A 
response from the regulatory agencies is expected on November 17, 1992. A l l  
previously scheduled activities for FY93 will be delayed due to limited FY93 
funding, and all planned field work will 5e addressed in the proposed 
Industrial Area IM/IRA. 

QV 1 5  -- d e  7 3- C- 1- -- All regulatory agency comments were 
resolved on the OU 15 Draft Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan and it was submitted to 
the regulatory agencies on OcEober 26, 1992, the IAG milestone dace. 

A walk-through tour of OU 15, Ir.side Building Closure IHSS;-was scheduled-for 
h’ovember 4 ,  1 0 5 2 ,  w:th W E / ? . ? O ,  EPP., CDH, and. EG&G,  but was pos:poned due to 
building access. Access requests are now beins prepared and the tour is 
tentatively scneeuled for November 11, 1 9 9 2 .  

QV 7 6  - Lor .-p-&-4 __ C V  9 ‘ -  a - -  The final No Further Action Justification ( I W A J )  
document was revised to incorporate comments from the regulatory agencies. 
“he revised docunent was sujmizted to the reculatory agencies on October 16, 
1 9 5 2 .  

Act i \,d - 2 

J D _ -  m- ine protected area ( ?A )  decontminatioz 
facility is scheduled for completion by December. Due to escelating 
sujcontract costs, worK has been stopped. A budget change Froposa l  ( B C ? )  
has been iniciated to transfer funds from the arum enclosure project to 
allow restari of the PA Decontamination Facility in time fOi a December 1, 
1 0 5 2  compietion. 

-- - ” a  ~4 - 4 4 . --Funding is inadequate for design and 
cons;ruction as  curien:ly planned, so  an independent cost estimate is being 
undertaken.. before Title 11 design besins. 

21’-. C I t O - a r q  v u  - _  m:- -;cle I1 design is complete, bu: the level of 
approved fuzdinq for 220K will not cover the estimated construction cost of 
295:;. h.2 inBependent ccs:  estima:e is underway ta see if factors causing 
cost increzses can be identified and if methods to lower cons:ruccion C O S ~ S  
can be deLernined. - e-- 



e ' 0  v- c - _  The ZFp gR procram response to an OMB reques: 
ro---DO"r i-3- reg a r a i x j  - t h e-cka ng es . roLe-g_a 1-d r i v e r 5- -a?-?.p_c iat-eLr; i : h ET, 
activities \;as pregarej and subnitted on October 2 6 ,  1992. . I L, 

milestones, and ;he irnpac: of an;r changes to milestone Completion dates on 
the FY93 budget =as the focus 0: the request. The response sEated that the 
RFO F Y 9 4  funding request (contained in the FY94-FYC8 Five-Year Plan) was 
not impacted because rhe plan 2n:icipated approval of the changes and 
incorporated the chanqes into the plan. i.. revised response to the request 
will be submitted ;o i;Q cn November 6, 1 9 9 2  along with responses to other 
OM6 requests. 

~ 

a-m - . ~- 

e -& Rem'est  _ _  Effort continued on the --ao- v4*- - -  
assembly of materials to respond to a request from HQ for visual aids. The 
materials will be use2 fcr story boards to assist HQ staff in Congressional 
and SecreEzrial bxdgec  presentations and other public forums. Information 
was requested for che Pon5crete and Surface Water Projects and for the OU 1 
and OU 2 I Rk s .  

4 t o  B Q P Y P P -  c e - --.e 4 fro-  -- Responses to a request from 
HO for information on RF? Environmental Restoration ManagemeKt (ERM) 
Program risk assessments and issues regarding analytical laboratory 
services and procoremenc delays were forxarded to HQ by RFO. 

-- T'ne final C>Nlk Report on the RFP audit conducted Narch 
16 througn %arch 2 6 ,  1 9 5 2  by the Office of Oversight and Self-Assessment, 
Division of Engineering and Cos:  Evaluation (EX-24)  was received by RFP. 
Draft responses to the :en audi; findings were completed an2 sent to EP&WR 
on November 3, 1 5 5 2 ,  tiic days before the due date of November 5, 1992. 

Options are being ceveiopef for  processing the sludoe in the ponds. Options 
were brainsLormcd i ; i z n  ??O 2nd EG&G las: week and a schedule was established 
for presentins the r e s u l t s  t o  HG. The E:! pre-briefing is scheduled f o r  
November 9, 1 0 9 2 ,  a.nc  ne actual briefins is scheduled f o r  November 12, 1 0 9 2 .  
~ n e s e  0 p ~ l o r . s  w i l l  z1s7 be discussej. with the requlz:ory agencies the week 
ending 0c;okr 3 0 ,  1952. ;.?o sugqested several op~ions including one scenario 
where % z i l i 5 * ~ r ~ c n - ? y d . ~  t a k e s  over  :he entire soii2ific~tion prcsrvn includins 
p r o g r m  nZ?.zgernen;. ?S&G could nst direcrly sc?por t  the development of this 
c>tion. ~'6 wocld ;:a-,:e :c Zevelc? the c . = c a i l s  and E n a l y s i s  of tnis option 

. .  
m. 

_ .  
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with data provided by E S & G .  
.~.. .... _. ~ ...~ - .. . . - ~  -~~ -~ ~ - -  ~.~ -. 

E S L G  has nearly completed the increased s:affing of the S o l a r  Ponds Program 
Office. TO date, 24 positions have been filled. Also, a subcontract was 
awarded to ICF/Kaiser to independently review technical and cost aspects of 
the " U S  sludge solidification process. This subcontract is a supplemental 
contract for near-term evaluations to supporc DOE'S decisions on the programs 
future. 

m r  pnnfi.: b,lztor y ? ~  

Water managemer.t activities continue. The transfer of A Pond to B Pond w a s  
completed October 2 3 ,  i 9 9 2 ,  three days ahead of schedule. A detailed, 
integrated schedule was developed for all water management activities. The 
schedule includes completing the installation of the evaporators and modular 
tanks as well as the tests and reviews prior to startup. 

A draft plan f o r  the entire program f o r  Building 910 evaporators and related 
systems was completed and submitted to RFO on October 29, 1992. The plan 
addresses the component checkout rests and individual systems operations tests 
already conducted or tests in progress, as well as the Licon-supplied 
equipment SO tests and integrated SO tests. 

During a workins session, the EG&G Water Management Test Team, consisting of 
personnel from Facilities Project Manage:nent, Waste Nanagement Systems 
Engineering, Environmental Design Engineerins, Instrumentation and Control 
Engineering, Wzste Processing Support and the Solar Ponds Program Office, 
produced a work breakdown structure (WBS), a responsibility assignment matrix 
(RAM), and a logic diagram for the conduct of the integrated testing program 
for the Eodular Tanks-  and Building 9 1 0 .  .The .final scneduie-.for_.the pro5ram- 
w a s  produced on November 6, 1 9 9 2 .  

A conference call xas made F L V O R ~  several principals involved in effecting a 

questions wnich h a 5  been raised by statements made in the vendor's letters, 
and the vendor conmitied to delivering the final, comprehensive failure 
analysis by IGovember 6, 1 9 9 2 .  Approval in principle (with exception) of the 
vendor's solc~ion approach has been trans~~itted to the vendor. This action 
al lows the vendor to produce and deliver a decailed desi5n and construction 
package for R F ?  review. 

. .  
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, solution to the genera:or encine failures. The engine manufacturer answered 

">+ qrQv,=2ryD - n7n-;.';?-c, 

The 7 5 0  Pad has been included in a RCBF. permit request. DespiEe some question 
on tne adequacy of secondary containment on the pad, it is imporzant to begin 
permitting efforts since pone wasces mus: be stored L: R G C ~ > ~  Flazs for many 
years unLii 2: dissoszl site is availabie. A similzr permittins sffort must De 
initiated for the SO< ?a<, b u t  adequate aisle space must be available before 
permitzing can begin. Obtaining the '750 Pad permit will enhance the plant's 
RCRA conpliance, and sup;>ort the Solar Ponds Program for any of the 
restructuring options. 

R F O  received permission from the colorado Department of Hea l t h  to transfer 
xater from pones 3 - 1  2nd E - 2  to pond A-2 for spra?' evaporation. CDZ agreed to 
L.he ~racsfer when :he l a ~ e s ~  analysis o f  ::?e water in ponds B - l  and 5 - 2  showed 
the level of con:aninaE:s below the Safe nrinking Water hct Keximum 
Contarninar,: !,e.;els ( I . : ? , ) .  c2? usee risk criteria based on the MCLs to 
deterxine i f  :he :ransfer c o c i d  be made. 

L .  
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The water levels in ponds E-1 and B - 2  must be reduced to allow the 
rehab-i l-i tat ion- of .&am-3 -1-t 0- be-.comp?-et e& -th i s-.-wint e.r-:---Th-e-- t o ~ p - s - -  o-f --€nqin-eers 
has concluded that 'the stability of dam B-1 is in serious danger and 
corrective action should be taken immediately'. 

RFO has responded to an October 22, 1992 letter from CDH and EPA which 
required immediate scoping and development of Interim Measures/Interim 
Remedial Actions (IM/IRA) for the management of water in the A series ponds, B 
series ponds, pond C - 2  and the landfill pond. This letter was a follow-up the 
June 26, 1992 letter from EPA that stated pond water would be managed by 
IE/IRAs. The RFO response acknowledges the June 26, 1992 letter from EPA. 
points out that pond water discharges are in compliance with NPDES 
requirements, requests further clarification of the CDH/EPA requirements 
listed in tne October 22 letter, and invokes the dispute resolution provided 
in the IAG. (ii copy of the RTO response has been sent to headquarters.) 

~- .. .- . . - 

RFO decided to invoke the dispute resolution provision of the IAG because the 
requirements listed in the October 22 letter would require a large financial 
commitment, provide no environmental benefits and eliminate practical options 
for pond water management. 

Detailed Statements of Work were received from Pacific Northwest Laboratory 
( ? X i )  to assist DOE RFO in D&D planning. These activities will begin a s  soon 
as the Statements of Work are approved. 

_ _  . -. .- ~. 

Section V - Meetings 

pli 7 Q C ' ?  Dad,  Mn1]"2,  y,c+- -YO 

-0 T S  S F ? / 3 T  E o f j - ~ r i -  Wo RF'c3 and EG&G will present a revised 
bedrock scoge tc the regulatory agencies on November 9 ,  1 0 9 2 .  

... "Til - _  A meeting is planned for Novern5er 13, 1 9 5 2  w i t h  RFO and ES&G 
personnel to Ciscuss ccrrent activities of the "TU. 

971 1 1  - I*!esC S ~ r z v  'ipld --CDi-l will attend a scop'ing meeting with ZFO and 
HG&G :n early December to assist in develo?inc an acceptable field samplinc 
scope. The usability of the K?Ge detector data for risk assessment is 

assessment, then the applicability of this technique w i C n  respect to new 
s:rezmlining Guidance needs to be evaluarec. 

r q r . . r - l ! T c ~  -\.r Re- --The monthly technical review croup (TRG) meeting was 
held 0c:cber 2 5 . 1 G S 2 .  The OU 1 ?.I Report was described to the croup and 
well 2 s  the OU 2 " l o t  Tes; Plan. Tne next TRG meeting is scheduied f o r  
November l e ,  1 9 5 2  at the Westminster City Fall, 6:30-12:OO noon. The next 
3 Quercerly Pujlic meeting will be held at the Marriott West Hotel on 
Decem5er 6 ,  1992, 7 : 0 0 - 9 : 0 0  p.m. 

c"Y' - - - e n t l y  being investicated. If this data is not acce2table for risk 

pcn6rro+o +n ~ i ~ q ! ? ?  ~ y . p a 7  D I > ~ ~ - -  on )<ovember 9 ,  1 9 9 2  R F O  staff 
to outline 2l:ernatives for =he program in FV?3. ;.:11 mee; with Z,t-:-.;O 

?o i lo ; . ;ng  this meeting, a similar presentation will be made f o r  E!<- i .  

. -  
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q l r ~ .  h O  ~ ~ z / r q u  
* o g  S u b m i t  F i n a l  P h a s e  I R F I / R I  Work P l a n  D e c  1 ,  1 ? ? 2  
0 1  S u b m i t  F i n a l  P h a s e  111 R F I / R I  Report J a n  4 ,  1 9 9 3  

* e x t e n d e d  from o r i g i n a l  IAG d a t e  o f  September 2 8 ,  1 9 9 2 ,  w i t h  a p p r o v a l  from 
ZPk/CDii .  


