
Department of Energy 

ROCKY FLATS OFFICE 
PO BOX928 

GOLDEN COLORADO 80402 0928 

fEB 2 5 1994 

000027930 

93- DOE-02 37 0 

Mr Dave Norhury 
Hazardous Waste F~ciliiics 
Colorado Dcpclriment of Hcalth 
4300 Cherry Creel, Dnve South 
Denver, Colorado 80222-1 530 

Dear Dave 

Enclosed you will find the minutcs from the meeung held on January 28, 1993, whcre thc 

rcvi~ed Data QuaIlty Oblectivcs (DQO) for operable Unit No 7 wcre discussed W e  are 

currently revising the DQO scction of the technical mcmorandum and mAing the 

neccswy changcs to the documcnt hased on the mecting discussions We plan to have a 

follow-up mecting to f ina lm ihis proccss within the ncxt two wcchs Thank you for your 

p~rticipation and input I1 your havc any luithcr commcnB or quewms please conmct 

cirher Jen Pcpe 966-2 I 84,oi Dave George at 966-5669 

I 

Sincerely, 

h 

VJcssie Robcrson 
Acting Assiswnt Manager for 

Environmentill Restoration 

Enclosure 

ADMlN RECORD 
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MEETING MINUTES OU 7, LANDFILL, DATA QUALITY OBJECTIVE (DQO) DEVELOPMENT 

In Attendance 

Stephen Luker 
Pete Martln 
Dave Norbury 
Tim 0 Rourke 
Jen Pepe 

Rick Roberts 
Kathy Tegtmeyer 
Myra Vaas 
Sandy Wagner 

The following notes summarize the issues discussed regarding the draft DQO’s 

(IHSS 114/203 DQO’s) 

Colorado Department of Health (CDH) - views this as a tool, cautions against letting the process 
bog down this effort 

Step 1 Re-state the problem statement 
- summanze what we know - determine additional data needed 

Step 2 Split into 
- capdesign - 
- gas generation control 

leachate control (including groundwater control) 

What types of technical design are necessary’ 
Where do we stop this process as far as specifics of design’ 

CDH - Concrete identification of data needed to support closure is necessary 

DQO team - needs A-E support to further define needs with respect to closure design data 
needs 

Step 3 Known data needs to be moved to Step 1 

The regulatiQns cited are not applicable to specifics because performance cnteria is not defined 
in regulations (except as broad summary level statements) 

Step 4 4 3 Data from 1990 is assumed valid due to current control processes should 4 3 be 
moved up to section 1 - existing data quality will be discussed in section 1 

4 3 Interagency Agreement (IAG) Table VI requirements will bound upper tolerance 
from cessation of operations - 

- Time frame to collect data - ASAP 
- Time frame that data applies to - through post closure 

4 4 New landfill operations do not apply 
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[Groundwater. Surface Water. Soils. and Sediments Issues) 
1 Problem statement - groundwater collection is required and will be clarified 

except as necessary to support closure design 
Decision should include whether or not treatment is needed 
Pondwater will be evaluated against Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements 
(ARAR's), sediments and soils will be risk based 
East landfill Pond closure will be evaluated as pari of OU7 Interim Measures/lnterim Remedial 
Action (IWIRA 
State surfac2 water ARAR's comparison for pond 

- groundwater beneath PLF will not be evaluated separately from OU7 groundwater 

2 
3 

4 

5 
- Risk will be 10 6 for soils and sediments 
- Exposure scenario is yet to be determined 
- What are spatial boundaries down gradient' 
- Down gradient wells not adequate to define if plume exists 
- Boundaries will be defined for any potential plume, if plume exists then boundaries 

of OU7 
investigation and IM/IRA will be extent of plume or ELP Dam if boundaries of plume 
end at Dam 

Further Actions 
- Incorporate comments - Solicit input from design team for data needed and incorporate into DQO's 

General cmcurrence from EGGG, DOE, and CDH representatives was achieved for the following 

CIdditional Issues 
A summary and evaluation of Phase I data will be inched in the tech memo revising the Phase I Worh 
Plan This will support justification for proposea additional data collection intended to satisfy Phase I I  
data requirements The approved tech memo will satisfy IAG Table VI milestone requirements for 
Phase I RFI/RI report, and Phase I1 RFI/RI Work Plan milestones Data evaluation in the IM/IRA Decision 
Document will satisfy Phase II RFI/RI Repori milestones 

Next meeting will be scheduled Tuesday 

Uodste Design team input is scheduled for the week of February 7 Statistical evaluation for steps 6 
& 7 in progress 
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