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20 July 1993 

Ms Cmdy Gee 
EG&G Rocky Flats Inc 
P 0 Box 464 
Golden, Colorado 80402 0464 

Subject Meetmg Admutes 13 July 1993 
Contaminant Selectlon 
EG&G Operable Uxut Number 1 
Roy F Weston, Inc (WESTON) Work Order No 2029-074 001 0020 

DearMs Gee 

Attached are the rmnutes of the contractor meetmg held Tuesday 13 July 1993 to discuss 
the contarmnant selection Please do not hesitate to call If you have any questions or 
comments 

Smcerely 

ROY F WESTON INC 
A 

//Jtineu B  ergm man, P G  CPG 
Project Manager 

Mchael A. Anderson, Ph D P E 
Project Drrector 

JBB/MAA/bq 
cc M D Gibson (EG&G) 

Project Fde (2029 74-01) 



MEETING MINUTES 
DISCUSSION OF DERTERMINATION OF CONTAMINANTS 
EWG, OPERABLE UNIT NUMBER 1, ROCKY FLATS PLANT 

HELD 13 JULY 1993 

Meetmg Attendees 

clmdy Gee and D e ~ l s  Smth (EG&G) 
Paul Smgh (MMES/RFO) 
M&e Anderson, Ceha Greenman, and Ken Napp (WESTON) 
Diane Niedzunech, Jeff Swanson, Amy Johnson, and Joe Sdueffelm (CDH) 
Scott Grace (DOE-) 
Howard Rose (DOEWO) 
Gary Kleeman and Borne Lavelle @PA) 
Ted Ball (PRC) 

Items Dlscussed 

1 Contarmnant selemon. C Gee was adamant that a demon was needed to 
deterrmne what 1s a contarmnant and requested that the dscussion stay focused 

2 Data set. EPA had concerns that the data set they received on drskette was not the 
one used for statstacal saunmanes WESTON explamed that for the stamtical 
summary the data were Ganseckylzed That LS If a value was nondetect and the 
detectton h u t  was tuncc the contract detectton ht, then it was thrown out for the 
purpose of calmlatmg means Othewe the statlstd d y s u  would be biased on 
the hgh side For the ANOVA test, there was no GanselrylPng nondetects were 
replaced wth one half the reported detemon ht. 

EPA had a concern that there was a dwmnnect m that the number of records I L ~  the 
data set received on dukette was merent from the number of observaUons hted 111 
the statlstlcal summary Specrfic examples would be prmded to WESTON 

3 b k  Assessment. EPA took the posltlon that If analytcs whch are contarmnants of 
surface water and sehents only (not of OU1 o w )  are not evaluated for 
cumulatwe nsk m the OU1 nsk assessment, then the nsk assessment should be 
caveated as bemg lncomplete because i t  does not address cuxnulatm nsks EG&G 
responded that the nsk SLsseSsmfnt wdl be caveated that cumulative nsks are 
presented for all contammints of OU1 on= and that the nsk assessment IS not 
mcomplete but rather 1s 1 ~ 1  comphance wth the NCP 

4 Metal contammnt selemon. EPA opened t h s  chscusnon by saying that they were 

OU1 clndy Gee expressed the mportance of h a w  rcsoluuon now or there would 
be budget and schedule ramtfiica~ons for the project. She stressed that the meetmg 

not prepared to provlde final comment on the selcchon of metal contarmnants at I 
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was called by EPA for the q r e s s  purpcrse of achcvmg resoiutlon on metal 
contaminant selechon. CDH requested a break to dscuss the matter wth EPA 
"hen the -on resumed, each of the metals identified as not bemg contammants 
at OU1 were dscussd CDH had no problems the identrfied metals 
EPA concluded they had no problems ellmrnatmg the metals, however they reserved 
the nght for further revlcw and would take responabhty for schedule shppage should 
they have further comments of slpnlficanac at a later date EPA further noted that 
then problem mth the suent6c reasomg" approach was not teehn~cal but rather 
programatx. EPA also noted a few errors m the mfomon prmously transrmtted 
by WESTON WES'ION stated that the stabst~cal data would be carefully QAed and 
resubnutted to the agenaes wthm a week. At EPAs request, WESTON wdl also 
examme turbichty data to scc If suspended mated m well water explus the hgh 
concentnibon of metals observed. 

5 Orgamc contarmnant selechon. WESKIN brought up whether anyone had 
comments on the orgamc contarmnant selcc~on. There was some ducussion of 
acetone methylene chlonde and 2 butanone as bemg laboratory c o n m t s  The 
drscussion mcluded mterpretauon of the "B q d e d  data, occurrence of these 
analytes m background samples, and the h@ vanabhty of concentrabons of these 
analytes m samples wth lolown contammoon by other solvents It appeared that 
there was agreement on the analpa not be- contammants at OU1 "here was no 
discussion of the other orgamc analytes that were dmusscd as presented m previous 
subnuttals 

6 PAHs There was a basic Merence m methodology of how to treat PAHs EG&G 
wanted to h t  COCs m the nsk assessment to those anmg from known OU1 
sources EPA wanted to comder mulame nsks regardless of con-t ongm. 
EG&G stated thu reqwed an upper management declsron. CDH rased the concern 
that they had not commented heady on PAHs m the draft report because it was 
mphed that they would be ducussed m the nslr 8ssessmeILt. If PAHs were dropped 
en masse because EG&G coxmdered these compounds to not be of OU1 ongm, 
CDH would prmdc comment on the final report dcatmg a defiaency CDH 
suggested that PAHs be dscusscd m a Merent forum, as the m e  was relevant to 
each OU EG&G s81d that thu would be comdered 

CDH asked If the contammants a g r d  on today would be those drscussed m the 
Nature and Extent of ContauunaQon m the RI, complete nnth graphcal portrayal of 
extent of contamnabon. EG&G concurred, statmg tha.t dmussions for each 
contamtnant would be mcluded m the RI 
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