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ABpepphent Tne reculatory agencies have not begun thelr review of the
raft RFI/RI report submitted to them on October 28, 9G62. However, the

agencies are informally discussing significant revisions or changes to this
report. There is still the issue of ingestion as a pathway in risk
assessment.

Work on the draft CMS/FS is underway

RFO and EG&G met on November 13, 1992, with the regulatory agencies to
Ciscuss the schedule extension reguest that was denied by the agencies.
Technical arguments were presented by EG&G on the successive decision
required to do the Feasibility Study (FS) work correctly. The regulatory
agencies were adamant that regardless of technical considerations, time
leost on the RI was to be made up during the FS. Another letter reguesting
a 90-day extension for the FS will be sent to the agenciles. If the
regulatory agencies deny this request, RFO will decide wnether or not to
dispute the decision or proceed with the FS. Also, addit 1onal funding
would be reguired because the FYS3 work package does not have the funds to
meet the FS schedule.

The_presence of _an._anomiously. high plutonium -soil contamination-location
has been detected in the area adjacent to where the uranium rings were
found in March/February 19%2. EG&G is- evaluating this-and potential impacts
to the RFI/R1 Report.

QU _2 = 903 Pad, Mound, ETapt Trenchep tTea
Phase II RFI/RI Repor:r -- EG&G has resumed work on
and Risk Akssessment Technical Memorandum as well as
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Zo locate the Bedrock Confirmation/Monitoring wells., Initiz
the agencies was positive. BG&SG will have a revised schedule on December
1, 19222, RFO will formally ask for an extension of the IAS milestones and
present a new schedule for OU 2 Lssessment on Decenber 16, 19%92.
Sepsyrface Irtexrim VeaESE‘*elTnf:e"“m Remedial pction (IM/TPAR) ~- The Pilot
Test Plaﬁ, In Situ Volatilization Technology, Subsurlface IM/IRA, was
delivered to the regulatory agencies on October 28,1892, the added IAG
mllestone date. kgency comments are due orn November 26, 1922. The £final
version of this first test plan is scheduled for submittal to EPA and CDH
on January 12, 1953. Inspecticn and system startup to begin pilot testing
“ in the field is scheduled for September 15, 2893.
o - Offsite Re --}o activity to report this week
3 - Solar Evaporation Ponds --The Vadose Zone Investigation Technical
Memorandum (TH) was delivered to EPA and CDH on Hovember 16, 18%2. RFP has
reguested comments from the regulatory agencies by November 30, 1922 and

conditional approval to implement the vadose zone plan.

d 207 A was completed over the weekend of

for Pon
wher 15, 1962 The report from the radiological survey is
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in the process of being developed by EG&G Radiological Engineering. The

come et ons—fronm the—rasiolosical—report—will-previde-the-appropriate -griteria— - ———--—
{or personal protective eguipment (PPE) and environmental characterization

- v

results.

The alpha survey was conducted in the interceptor trench system area the week
of November 9, 18t2. The radiological surveys are pre-reqguisites to intrusive

sampling.

O 5 - woman Creek --Work on the HPGe survey at IHSS 133 has temporarily
stoppesd. The tripod -mounted HPGe detectors that are in use are being
characterized ané conficured to be fitted onto the truck-mounted system. The
system should be ready for deplovinent the first week in December 1252.

The Geophysical surveys are in progress at IHSS 133 and still on schedule to
e completed by November 20, 1992.

The Draft T #3, Surficial Scil Sampling at IHSS 115, was completed November
20, 19¢2. The Drafs T #5, Soil Gas Survey, which was due internally on
October 28, 1992, canno:t be completed until the results of the electromagnetic
(EM) and magnetic survevs are reviewed ané incorporated into TM #5. The
expected delivery date for TMES is November 30, 1992. The draft of TM#7, Soil
Borings-Ash Pits, will be completed on November 27, 1992.

OU 6 - Walnuyt Creekr -- Sediment sampling is 80 percent complete in the ponds
(IHSS 142). Sampling was interrupted due to an immediate need for the
sampling crew to be plavec on hlghe* prlorlty p*ogects. Samollnc wi 1 be
e ——completed in "November s R [ e e = . B, e e
B Three érilling rics are operational on IHES 167. " kpproximately two productive -~ - -
% rig days were los: due o mechanical downtime. Field sampling of .small
‘ mammals and vege:tation for the Environmentzl Evaluation is complete.
2 November 12, 1%S2, meetinc was helé among RFO, EPA, and CDH. An agreement
was reached on TM #1 that a2}l proposals in the TM were agreed to in principle.
Several chaﬂces were made in the location of the propesed suriace water
oxicizy testing was added to the sampling. Five bedrock
nZ cuarterly sampling) were replzced with Iour borings.
tive as quality comments were received cn the Ti.

esents a reduction of scope which eguates to a $1 million
te ¢f the out of scope surfeace water sampling acdditions which
he ¢J 6 Work Plan.

eidl - _Present Lanifill -- Field operations for OU 7 Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan
implementation cecniinue. The FIDLER survey was completed with detectable
%evels above background. IXSS5 203 surficial soil sampling is slated to begin
November 23, 1952.

There was a schedule delay resulting from the subcontracted driller not
arriving onsite as agreed upon and subseguently arriving late with inadeguate
equipment. The prime subcontractor and the project man r decided to explore
other options with respesct to identifying other drilli rms. A favorable
alternate érilling subccontractor was identified, and s are underway to
e t

bring it on board sarly next week. The resulting a he drilling
program 1s approximatelyw to be made up by

working Sazurdays.
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_ Avgyg;migg_;ecggc ng the analysis of surface soils within the landfill to
Suppcrt the human nealih risk assessment was raised. <The current Vork Pian
which received {inal approval from the agencies does not addrescs surficial

0ils with the landfill (I®SS 114). Risk assecsment personnel feel this type

of s.apling is necessary tc support an analysis of upward pathways.
Conversations with the acgencies indicate that this may be necessary but feel

that 2 minimal sarpling efiort is acceptable. Risk assessment personnel are

developing a samp.ing strategy consistent with this guidance.
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©U £ - 700 area -- A commant review meeting was held on November 1
concerning RFO comments on zhe Work Plan and Responsiveness Summary.

Attendees included RFO, an:s subcontractor representatives. Based on the
results of the meszting, ths Draft Final ¥ork Plan is being modified and the OU
& Finzl Phase I RFI/RI Worx Plan will be completed on November 25, 1992 for
delivery to EPA and CDH on December 1, 1952 to meet the extended IAG due date.

a

, 1292,

© riginal o = Was<s 4 --Due to the FY93 funding allocation, only
r;mal level o: effort Zor project management tasks is currently planned

cJ 9 L*lng TVYe3. t Is being propesed to conduct DU ¢ field work under
Incdustrial Area Interim Measure/Interim Remedial hction (IM/IRA).

i

QU 2 Osher Quicside Clorpurep --Due to the FVYO3 fund*ﬂc allocation, only a

A
of eifort for project management tasks will be performed on OU
ng proposed o conduct OU 10 field work under the Industrial

. .OU 12 - West Sprav Tield --1 proposal was made to streamline the field _. .. .
sampliing in OU 1i. CDH commented on this proposal by stating that the minimum
port & No Further xction Justification (NFAJ) would be

céata necessary to suppor
at the same leve1 reguired to support a risk assessment. CDH agreed that
3 rations to a single phase would be mutually beneficiel. CDH
end a "”Ding meeting with RFO and Z5&G in early December to
an acceptable field sampling scope. The usability of the
by rlsk assessment is currently Dbeing investigated. If
ptablzs for risk assessment, then the applicability of
espec to new streamlining gulidance needs to bz
& cr posal 1s at RFO for review. Thils proposa
call investigation to cover Fhase I and Phase 2
ohbje and to collec: data adeguate LTO supportc a risk
asse to obtain data adeguate Lo support a
Just: action.
CDH responded to cuestions posed regarding the usability of HPGe data for risk
assessment. ~The cazta is considered level II, field screening data only and
not ¢I high enough quality o be used for risk assessment. A5 far as the
question of whether or not HPGe surveys are even beneficial for 0OU 11

(e} T
¢ 1like EZG&G to evaluate this and include an opinion in the
ncg OU 11 work.

QU 22 - 400/800 2xeaps =--The Final OU 12 RFI/RI Work Plan was submitted to EPA
and C3H on October 3, 1862, the IAGC milestcne date. DH and EZPA have given
cond:_lonaT approval of the Work Plan pending resol cn of certain
outstanding technical Issuesc rezarding the field sa: 3 plan and Standard
Cperezing Procedurss CD# hac reguestec that the 1 corrections to the

3



Tinal Work Plan be completed and submitted no later than December 18, 1852.

for FYe3 will be delayed due to limited

211 previously scheduled activities

FYe3 funding, ané all planned field work will be addressed in the proposed
Industrial Area IM/IRA.

Ol 13 - 100 zres -- The OU 13 Final Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan was submitted to

the agencies per the IAG scheduled milestone date of October 12, 1992.
However, the Work Plan wac not approved pending the resolution of two major
issues: (1) Settlement of the ARARs/Chemical Benchmark Issues; (2) Approval of
2 more comprehensive surficial soils component to the FSP.

These issues are major and will entail considerable effort and time to
resclve. Progress was made at two meetings held the week ending November 13,
1992, on the settlement of the ARARs/Chemical Benchmark issues.
Representatives from CDH, Colorade' s Office of the Attorney General (CAG),
RFO, EPA and EG&C were present. The status of the Benchmark tables were
discussed in detail. Comments on the Work Plan indicate that the CAG' s
position is that the Benchinark tables will be used to establish the data
quality objectives (DQO) analvtic detection limit. EPA didn't agree at the
meeting with the CAG's comments; comments from EPA on the Work Plan have not
been received.

Another meeting was held on November 13, 1992, with rep*esentatives from the
Work Dlan subcontractor to discuss expectations Y'ecarc ng the updating of the
Benchmark tables. A schedule and scope of work is being developed. The goal
is to have a corrected table delivered to the agencies as soon as possible.

T ApProval Tof 4 more comdrehensive surficial soils Eomponent Yo the FSPTis under
discussion because it is not reguired in the IAG and is not budgeted. The
"Viork Plan contzins 54 surface soil samples wnich is suificient to'do a 7
baseline risk assessment. A

is inadegquate to meet the next IAG milestone

The preoposed buog t for FYe3

scheduled for August 8, 19%4, the delivery of the OU i3 Phase I RFI/RI Report.
It is also c7ear that the proposed budget is not enough to complete even basic
aCministrative and planning tesks if work on the OU is curtailed due to
funding.

OU 13 is at a crossroad. A decision needs to be made wnether to go forward
and provide the necessary funding to begin field activities and resolve policy
Gecisions this fiscal vear or to postpone activities for one vear. If a
Gecisicn is made by December 1, 1982, there should be no delays in meeting the
next IAG milestone scheduled for August &, 1294. However, a decision made
after December 1, 1¢¢2, will result in schedule delays.
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T 14 - bl civ itep -A letter was received on November 16, 1292 from
cranting approval for the Final Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan for OU 14. AN EPA
November 19, 19¢2 letrer withholds approval cf the Work Plan pending :
acceptable scope and schedule for the Ix IRAP. All previously scheduled
activities for FYS3 will be delayed due to limited FY23 funding, and all
planned fielé work will be addressed in the proposed Industrial Area IM/IRA.

QY 15 - Tneide Bulldina Cloeures -- The procurement process started for
T/2

implementaticn cf the OU 15 Phase I RFI/RI Work Plan.
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November 4, ]992 The tour was held to fanllla*lze ou 15 per onnel wlth Lhe

¥

physical setting of the IHSSs.

Comments from the regulatory agencies on the OU 15 Final Phase I RFI/RI Work
Plan are expected based upon the tour of OU 15. Two IHSSs expected to be
discussed in EPA and CDH comments on the Work Plan are the Original Uranium
Chip Roaster (IHSS 204) and the Cyanide Bench Scale Treatment Area (IHSS 217).
The specific nature of the comments are unknown at this time: however, touring
the IHSSs probably raised guestions regarding the feasibility of performing
the Work Plan specified field sampling plan within the roaster and chemical
hood of IHSSs 204 and 217, respectively.

16 - w-Priorit rep --The Final No Further Action Justification
Document for OU 16 is currently being reviewed for approval by EPA and CDH. A
response from the regulatory agencies concerning approval is expected by
liovember 20, 1992.

Further activities are not planned for the current £fiscal year.

ewide Activitie
ministretive Record -- The only Administrative Record (&R) files that have
received approval from EPA and CDH for release to the public are OU 2, OU 4,
and Sitewide. AR files for OUs 1, 3, 5-16 have not been approved for rclease
to the public. This lack of approval is causing a problem with meeting CERCLA
reqguirements which state that the AR File is to be made available for public
review at the beginning of the public comment period for OU decision

_documents.  Approval is. needed. for all OUs (1-16) so the AR _File can be placed = _ _

in public repositories and updates can be made available to the public

_cuarterly. as required by . CZRCLA. . . . o .

v

The AR quarterly index was completed November 3, 1992, delivered to RFO on

lNovember 2, 1292, and will be submitted to EPA and CDH on November 23, 1252.

An vpdate of the microfiche and index for OUs 2 and 4, and Sitewide 15
cheduled for delivery to the public repositories by November 23, 19%2.

The AR screening and processing procedure is in the last stage of review.
This procedure is scheduled to be issued by November 25, 185%2. The screening
and processing procedure will be used for internal cowtrol of the
administrative reccrd per cuality assurance procecures.

Sample Management Office -- The Sample Managemen: 0ffice (SMO) is the system
that tracks the sample from collection to archive. This includes the
technical interfaces, laboratory audits, contracting with laboratories and
data validation. SMO priorities are to provide adeguate guantities and
quality of laboratories; track and report on sample status and provide
technical support to ER Management on analytical issues.

Field crews are currently working on 23 sampling projects under 15 programs at
RFP. As of Monday, liovember 16, 1992, there were 93 scil/sediment, 128 water,

d 250 biocta samples in the gueue for radiochemistry analyses. &An additional
59~;?:e, 50 fish and 3 air samples are on hold for reguisite contract
mocilications.




Laboratory capacity coordinacion is daily and sometfimes hourly due to heavy

sampling voluwe from RFP.

Samples shipped during

the week of November 9-14,

1992, are as follows:

ground water25s

ou 2 4 water

ouU 3 3 water, 11 sediment i
oU 5 10 sediment

ouU 6 32 water, 67 soil

Sample management issues affecting ER work will be reported as availakle.
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Pognluvtian AfF TVae? Work Scone

Progress continued towards reconciling the

work scope in
President' s Budge
Plan (FYP).
of the FYe3

-
-

work packages wil

ram FY23 Work
V38 ADSs.
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Iresources. requ1remen\_s,

increases and cost increases as
~contributed-to the_-discrepancy .-between work scope.and.reguired .. .

Hv.DOZ all
resources. A plan to most el
included the defer

vears was developed and incerporzted into
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the FY%3 work packages,
and the FVYS3
A rresentation of

The changes resulted from the apparent
the work scope defined in

ral .of planned.-work- in. several operable units.to future

Fyrom DOT /T

the OMB FY3%3 funding allocation in the
funding &llocation in the FYS94-FY9E Five-Year
the results to date and the proposed work scope

1 be made to HD on November 23, 19%2.

Packages were developed incorporating chenges
discrepancy’
the FYP ADSs and the available
unfunded work carried over from FY¥S2, scope
well as the unplanned funding holdback of $i2M

fectively use the available resources which
the FYS3 work packages.
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alive pace.
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Work package managers began a "scrub’® of their work packages to identify any

areas where costs can be cut. Concurrence and sign-off from affected
organizations will be obtained. Work package managers will also identify

possible scope reductions that would reguire RFO or Reguliator concurrence.
wWhile the major emphasis of this review is to identify cost saving
alternatives or reductions to scope, some additional costs or increases to
scope may De icdsntified.

A prctocol has been developed regarding review by Engineering and Technology
{EaT) of Halliburton-desianed equipmsn: and installations to be used in the
solar poné remediation effort. E&T will review designs for compliance with
Halliburton (Brown and Root) criteria transmitted to the Program Office on
July 24, 1982 as Deliverable 431. For those elements of the design which
comply with the Halliburton criteria but do not also comply with applicable
ZG&G/RFP criteria, EaT will note the ncn-compliance in its review comments.
The Program Office will assume responsibility for resolving all non-
compliances.

The cdetailed design package for the rework necessary to repair the generator
engines has been received from the vendor, Licon, Inc. The package has been
*aﬂswitted to Zngineering and Technology for an analysis to ensure that
critical objectives of the rework are mst by the design.

Section 7IT - Surface Water Manacement

Operating, Administrative andé Regulatorvy Impacts of a Change in Regulatory

Drivers for Suxzface Vater Impoundments_at Rocky Flats Plant are explained.in . _.__ .

che ;ollowlng varagraphs. .

oL-1c1a‘1v inf ormod DO ' of their decision to regulate
oundments at RFP under RCRA and CERCLA rather than the
1ona1 Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES).

the agency would not allow the use of the upper ponds
for containment and storage of spills. The letter
announced at & meeting with = R¥0 and =Gal on
umber of changes have taken pl at Rocky Flats in the

rite a2 two page le Most importantly,
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RIS

IMPACTS OF THE REGULATORY CHANGE

Converting control of the RFP ponds from HPDES to CERCLA/RCRA has a number of
implications for the operation of the ponds, the role they play in controlling
storm water runoif from the plant site, and the avenues of Input RFO and EGLG
would have in managing the surface waters. The following points represent
just some of the implications of this EPA decision.

lNegative Impacts

1. The EPA decision represents unilateral action by the agency without
consultation with the affected federal agency. This does not seem to be
consistent with Executive Order 12088, which covers pollution control at
federal facilities, and reguires the concurrence of the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB

2. ZIPA attorney Peter Ornstein stated emphatically at the December meeting
that this was not a major federal action and did not reguire activation oi any
NEPA processes. His opinion may not be substantiated. As these points
indicate, there are substantial costs associated with this tion, which were
probably not considered by the agency, and, at the very leas;, would reguire
OMB review. If an IM/IRA, an Environmental Assessment (at the minimum) would
be reguired.

3. RFO has authorized a major project to describe surface water management at
RFP, the Surface Water Management Plan. It was produced at substantial cost
and could be severely impacted by changes in the regulatory status of the
poncés.

4.7TTEDPA stated flatly that the sUrface waters at RFP were corisidered waters of
the United States, citing the agency's numerous successes in court cases
cnallenging their authority to make such determinations. The "reasonable
bird" theory was used - if a goose can landé on the ponds, they are waters of
the U.S. RFP documents cshow that the ponds were designed and built for spill
containment andé runoff con:trol and treatment. Such uses conilict with the
water of the United States argument.
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ds as ipplicable or Relevant and Appropriate

itations which are substantially more restrictive than
onc. Major uggrades to the WWTP are currently

°© cn the existing reguirements of the NPDES

c (FFZR). The acvanced

hese announced
he ¥WWTD.

7. Tne NPDES perm:
water treatment pl
process.
but discharge
receiving wate
of water qual
Regulations (A
the UPDES perm
budgeted at

(9]
o]
3
rt
"
4o O
g o4
v
r O v e

v
o)
fu
A

et 1 o
Rl

k= b
y
D= n

e}
o i
o
[N
OO0 =t =00 0U
bt Q) g
R 3
ST e PN v R R R

(
M @ b~ ct
Al

]

e <A
bt 7] et it

ot

(STl

d
¢ Compliance Agreement
o be revisited in licht

- - Ly yame e
@ cocis o furcher up

oo

<

Vb bg et

0o«
3

(N
{

fu




E. The classification of 2l1] surface water at RFP is now in question. Storm
water-ronoffwirid L)e XLuU}&;Lj ‘.‘)) ~he—1PRESs ,It.xmif_, bUt‘“i‘t?“Ci“dS‘Sif'i‘CB‘C"i‘Oﬁ"Tﬂd}

""ﬂ

change as it flows into the terminal ponds. I1f runoff guality is regulated in
the next and/or subsequent permits. limitations could be applied at the six
monitoring points surrounding the zore area of RFP rather than at the more
logical storm water control points at the terminal ponds. ©Of all of the
aspects of the surface water management at RFP, this could be the most
crucial. The ponds provide sediment removal capacity, greatly reducing
contaminant loads.

9. This action was taken without review of the status of RFP operations. No
alternatives were considered based on possible changes in operations at RFP,
especially in light of the newspaper headlines on the day of the meeting which
stated "Closurelof Rocky Flats] in January or February very clear, Wirth
says*”.

10. The IAG is now included by reference in the RFP RCRA Permit issued by the
state. Current management practices include treatment at the ponds prior to
discharge; such treatment may now be subject to RCRA requirements, including
the handling of a2ll materials, such as filter socks, as hazardous wastes.

11. The SWD has budgeted funds for strengthening the existing dams to improve
safety. Expenditures for dam improvements may be questlonable if the dams
and ponds are targeted for removal under this action.

12. 1Is the EPA decision telling DOE how to operate its plant i.e. that the

ponds are no longer needed to operate and that a closure plan is reguired? or
tha: the ponds, previously covered in two NPDES permits, are not legal and DO
is curren;ly ooera:zng *lle q11y7

r available for runoff and £flood control,

"

13. If the ponds are no long
altéernative "ocif-1lin
to $50 milliecn to o
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age for 300 acre-feet of runoff, the volume
.- and C- series ponds.
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14. DOE and EG&G are currently preparing the SPCC/BMP plan reguired under the
NPDES permit The provisicns of this plan could require substantial revision,
at adcitional cost, as a result of the regulatory change.
15. Any suggestion that the ponds be removed iz, at a minimum, contrary to
professional engineering practice in providing storm water control using best
management practices. In Zact, it is a standard practice across the country
to construct wet retention Iacilities within natural drainage wavs. Savera
consultants have commented that if RFP were tc initiate pond construction
today to do what the existing ponds do, they would be sited exactly where they
are.
16. Potential penezities under CERCLA/RCRX differ from those applicable under
the Clean Water Aict. If the ponds become PCQA permitted facilities, fines
cou’d be imposed by the state. Coincidentally, the state would also be
esponsible for setting the stan xdards which the discharge would have Lo meet.
IL seems possible that a situation is being created in which the state could
make it impossible to discharge, or, at least, Zo overcome the current state
budget deficits.”
Positive Impacts
1. The option of a pipeline from the RFP WWTP to the Northglenn plant becomes
Imere attractive uncer the changed regulatory status of the ponds. Cost of the
Pipeline is likely to be lower than addzd treatmen:t for ammnonia removal and
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ge would be reguired.  Currént estimaztes range up
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effluent r*orage now budgeted under the FFCA requirements. Northglenn has
= dye

Ayizt

ment plant is operating at only about one-half capacity.
nal waste water flows would increase the eff{iciency oi operation.

RECOMMENDATION

At 2 minimum, this decision should be subjected to intense scrutiny under
applicable administrative laws, and, if necessary, put before a court for
final determination. This is a decision squarely in the hands of DOE. RFP is
at rizk of having an operation where three laws and sets of regulations
(NPDES/CERCLA/RCRA) overlap. virtually guaranteeing the inability to meet all
reguirements of all laws.

Water Quality Control Commisesion Hearxings

RFO perscnnel working closely with EG&G and other outside legal support
prepared supplemental testimony for the continued Colorado Water Quality
Control Commiscion hearings on Rocky Flats surface waters. Fifteen copies of
the testimony were hand-delivered to the Commission's office by the MNovember
12, 1992, deadline. Rebuttal statements are due November 23, 19922, and the
hearing is scheduled for December 7, 19¢2. RFO and EG&G personnel will appear
as witnesses for Rocky Flate. '

Section IV - Transicd econtamination ecommlissiond
Section V - Meetings.. e e e e e e

OU 1 - 881 1illside ﬁaﬁgﬁamgn; R?O and EG&G met on Novembe* 13, 1¢¢2, with

the-regulatory agencies to discuss-the schedule extension reguest that was

denied by the agencies. Technical arguments were presented by EG&G on the
successive decisions reguired@ to do the Feasibility Study (FS) work correctly.
The gulatcry agencies were adamant that regerdless of technical

time lost on the RI was to be made up during the FS. Another
ng a 90-day extension for the Draft FS will be sent to the
-regulatery agencies deny this reguest, RFO 1s in the process
er to CLquue the deciszion cr proceed with the F§. Also,

inc would be reguired because the FVYS8I work package does not

o meet the FS schedule.
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OU & - walgur Creek -- HNovember 12, 1%$%2, meeting was held among RFC, EP2,

2, 1 .

creement was reached on T #1 that all proposals in the TH were

rinciple. Several chanag were made 1n the location of the

ce water sampling locations. oxicicy testing was added to the
mpany ing guarterly sampling) were

ive bedrock wells (with acco
¢ was extremely productive as quality

;
h four borincs. The meeti
e received on the TH.
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represents a reduction of scope which will eguate to approximately a
n savings in spite of the out of scope surface water sampling
which were made to the OU 6 Work Plan.

(oD
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QU 8 = 700 jrea -- A comment review meeting was held on November 17, 1982,

concerning RFO comments on the wWork Plan and Responsiveness Summary.
Zltendees included RFC, and subcontractor representatives. Based on the

resulls of the meeting, the Draft Final Work Plan is being modified and the OU
& Final Phase RFI/RI Work Plan w*ll ne completed on Novenmber 25, 1°2%2 for
elivery to EPX and CDH on December 1, 18¢2 to meet the extended IAG due date.

'ﬁd;‘avew—an_4ntere ct._in-this_option_because the city's exisring waste. _




OU- 13 - 100 2vea -- Progress was made at two meetings held the week en:. ng

- sm-——Rovember- 13 ; 1942+~ -on—the-settlement--of -t he-ARARsAChemical-Benchmark-issues~

L

P

Kepresentatives from CDH, Colorado' s Office of the Attorney General (CAG),
RFO, EPA and EG&G were present. Tne status of the Benchmark tables were
discussed in detail. Comments on the Work Plan indicate that the CAG's
position is that the Benchmark tables will be used to establish the data
guality objectives (DQO) analytic detection limit. EPA didn't agree at the
meeting with the CAG' s comments; comments from EPA on the Work Plan have not
been received. Another meeting was held on November 13, 1992, with
representatives from the subcontractor to discuss expectations regarding the
updating of the Benchmark tables. A schedule and scope of work is being
developed. The goal is to have a corrected table delivered to the agencies as

soon as possible.

Sommunity Relations -- A meeting of the RFP Technical Review Group (TRG) was
held November 18, 1992, at the Westminster City Hall. The TRG is composed of
inéividuals from the RF Monitoring Council, representatives from local
municipalities, the Rocky Flats Cleanup Commission, Citizens Against Nuc'=ar
Disinformation, and Communities Uniting for Environmental Safety.

At the meeting the charter of the TRG was discussed and revised; the IAG
schedule was discussed and IAG schedule extensions were noted. Comments from
the TRG on the OU 1 RI keport were discussed. TRG comments will be assembled
into one report and sent to EPA for incorporation with its comments.

Upcoming Public Meetings:

November 24 Colorado Council on Rocky Flats Public Meeting (previously the
Rocky Flats Environmental Monitoring Council) 7:00 p.m.,
Westminster Council Chambers, 4800 W. S2nd Ave., Westminster,
COLOFAde T e RERTERRL L ZENE BV Es e ERRIE R

.

December 8 Quarterly Environmental Restoration Public Information Meeting -
Topic will include an overall ER update and specifics on OUs 1 and
16. 7:00~2:00 p.m. Denver Marriott West, 1717 Denver West-Marriott
Blvé., Golden, Colorado

Sectlon VI - Tutyre
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ol Milestones Date
™hie S TTL/0NU

08 Submit Final Phase 1 RFI/RI Work Plan Dec 1, 1992

01 Submit Final Phase II1 RFI/RI Report Jdan 2, 1993

vextended from-original IAG date of September 28, 1992, with approval from
EPA/CDH. ’

TiZ wengment Meeting -- The next IAG amendment meeting with the regulatory

agencies was delayed to the week of November 30, 1992.

IVE8R Worl Scope Presenrtation - Responses fo OMB guestions regardina the FY93
work scope and funding allocation will be made to HD on November 23, 1992.




