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Comments by the Colorado Department of Public Health & Environment 
on the 

Septernbcr 2002 
D W T  SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN ADDENDUM #IA-03-01 

1. 
the existing sampling results need to show all relevant locations, whether or not the 
results were greater than the levels of concern. Since dccisions for these IHSS Groups 
will be based on the proposed new action levels, it is not useful and inappropriate to 
compare analytical data to current action levels. 

In order to be useful in determining new sampling locations, the figures showing 

2. Section 1.2 
The IA SAP describes 2 sampling grid sizes in Sections 4.3.1 and 4.3.2. The “expanded 
grid” described in this section is intermediate in size. Rather than label these samples 
“biased”, it would be simpler and more straightforward to propose this grid size in a 
modification to lhe IA SAP. Such a modification should include the basis for this grid 
size and the types of justification required for its application. Otherwise sufficient 
information needs to be provided to properly support the expanded grid for each specific 
IHSS included in this addendum. This needs to include properly demonstrating that the 
more limited number of samples to be collected with the expanded grid will achieve the 
90% confidence level for each IHSS, and the rationale for the placement of these “biased” 
statistical locations. 

3. Section 2.2 
?he =reposed biased sampling to be conducted under the building, a shcwn on Figure 3, 
should be modified as relevant to provide for sampling associated with foundation drains, 
sewers, sumps, etc. Also, considering fluoranthene and pyrene were identified under the 
building on the west side, additional samples should be collected in this area (and at 
appropriate and/or greater depths), and another sample should be located adjacent to the 
building foundation next to the process waste line on the north side of €3374. 

4. Section 3 
Figure 5 needs to includc the locations of all sumps, drains, drain lines, sewer lines, and 
other infrastructure to determine if additional biased sampling wiil be required. 
Particularly because B441 was previously a laboratory, it cannot be determined if the 
proposed sample location grid is sufficient or properly located. In addition, it appears 
that more biased samples need to be located along the PWL under and immediately west 
of B441. There will also need to be additional samples collected to determine the extent 
of the currently identified contamination, unless this is to be addressed during the 
excavation of this contamination. The list of PCOCs for B44 1 should include SVOCs. 

5. Section 4 
Because the existing sample locations arc not shown on the Figure 9, it cannot be 
determined if the proposed locations are sufficient to properly characterize the known or 
potential UBC. This is especially a concern since UBC has been identified under B771. 



Figure 9 (as well as Fig 7) should also include the locations of  all sumps and other low 
areas such as the elevator shaft, as well as the tunnel to B776, which should be included 
in this UBC activity. The limited number and placement of samples is of particular 
concern when the number and locations of prcviously proposed sampling are considered 
(see IASAP, Appendix B). 

Table 6 - The limited number of PCOCs needs to be explained, Le., why are VOCs and 
SVOCs excluded from most sampling locations? Most of these sites are associated with 
process waste tanks or lines, which may have included these contaminants, and numerous 
previous sample results include detections of these contaminants. 

Table 7 - Considering all of the UBC samples are only to be from 0 to .5 feet, does this 
interval correspond to all of the previously identified contaminant depths? If so, then this 
needs to be explained in the text. If not, then additional samples may need to be collected 
at deeper intervals. 

According to Figure 9 it appears only 4 UBC samples are to be collected for B774. This 
does not seem sufficicnt to properly characterize the potential UBC for this building. 
There should also be additional samples associated with the process waste lines. 

6. Section 5 
Table 8 - SVOCs have been identified in the adjacent soil samples, thereforc this section 
needs to explain why no SVOCs are included in the PCOC list. 
Figure 11 - The samples to be collected in B865 should be biased to sumps, drains, 
PWLs, floor seems or cracks, and other areas of concern. Also, additional samples 
sh~uld be cdected for B866. 

7.  Section 6 
The contaminated material was initially stored on the 904 Pad prior to erecting the tents. 
The tents were erected after spills had already occurred, thercforc, the expanded grid niay 
not be sufficient. Biased samples should bc collected at previous spill locations if 
possible. Also, because previous runoff may have occurred prior to erecting the tents, 
this sampling event should also include soil samples adjacent to the initial edge of the 
pad. 


