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Assistant Manager for Environment, Safety,

and Health

Rocky Flats Office
U S. Department of Energy

}P.0. Box 928

Golden, Colorado 80402-0928
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Dear Ms, Olinger:
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Resolution of the Data Aggregation
Dispute at the Rocky Flats Plant

I am writing as the EPA Dispute Resoluhon Comuittee (DRC) representative to
forward a proposed resolution of the dispute conceming data aggregation for the purpose of
conducting a human health exposure assessment at the Rocky Flats Plant. I believe the
enclosed proposal is a workable compromise between the positions of EPA and the
Depaxtment of hnergy (DOE) as presented at the March 3, 1994, mecting of the DRC,

From the March 3, 1994 meeting, Luniderstood that DOE’s position was to aggregate
' data within areas defined by the distribution of contamination, i.e., by source areas. This
: proposal differs from that position in that jt includes the conmderauou of "exposure areas”
| over the defined source areas with the supulation that in gencral only the exposure area
l. associated with the highest potential risk needs to be quantitatively evaluated in the baseline
- rigk agsessment. It also incorporates the "conservative screcn” in order to ensure compliance
. with the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and the Colorado Hazardous Waste Act.

! EPA believes that the enclosed method of data aggregation deviates from the Risk

i Assessment Guidance for Superfund but represcnts a more conservative approach than
required by that guidance, I remain concerned that the development of remediation goals
across the Rocky Flats site based on the risks.associated with only the most conservative
exposure areas may lead to overly costly remedial alternatives. It is likely that additional
data collection will be required as & part of the feasibility studies/corrective measures studies
in order to refine and focus remedial alternatives. Nevertheless, I am willing to proceed in

. accordance with the enclosed approach.
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I formally request your concurrence on the implementation of the enclosed approach
and the resumption of all baseline risk assessment work at operable units 2 through 7 at the
Rocky Flats Plant. Please indicate your concurrence by signing the signature line below and
returning a copy of the signed letter. All affected work will resume immediately upon
concurrence with this letter by yourself and upon concurrence by Joan Sowinski (Colorado
Department of Health) to a similar letter which I am sending separately.

DOE must cvaluate the impacts of the work stoppage and the implementation of the
proposed data aggregation methodology on the affected operable unit schedules and submit
these to EPA and the Colorado Department of Health for approval pursuant to Part 42 of the
Interagency Agreement, Please forward this information to both agencies no later than
three weeks from the receipt of this letter,

If you have any remaining questions or concerns, please don’t hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,

CONCURRENCE:

Shirley Olinger

Assistant Manager for Environment, Safcty,“-'*?“ S
and Health - - LA T
Rocky Flats Plant E

U.S. Department of Energy

Enclosure

cc:  Joan Sowinski, CDH
Martin Hestmark, EPA
Richard Schassburger, DOB
Gary Baughman, CDH
Joe Schieffelin, CDH
Bruce Thatcher, DOE
Bonita Lavelle, EPA



