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[T pamichiar TCE cleamp alteraaives, any potential ht e ks posed by i pregence of -
bl | (hete contaniinngs inight be degravated by implementing this focused remedial action,
<o and woy apeillary beneBcial effects the TCE clcanup might have in lerms of cleaning wp .
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T decisions for the GWOU are being made in this RO Calling it “tnterim” implics to me
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Fe: Weldoa Spring Chemica) Plant, Groandwater QOperable Unit Intevim ROD
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Tad 2 number of bas  tly woed smithing-type contments, which I tabbed on the drall ROD, 1
also have some more - -mﬁuoommmu.whiﬂal‘nnym:pﬂlnmm
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2. Twould aniy discuss oiher contaminants preseat and possible efiscls of tose. . <
contaminant levels in the context of how their presence might affect. the effectiveness of - oo 7]

. . Hheso other contaminanis, H any of the 7. alternatives discussed in the cvent draftdan’t < o
s pertain t6 TCE cleanup, 1 would either omit any discussion of that altemative ormestion - - . L.
. - that it was en alternative that 'was considered in the F5 but isn 't relevant 1p.a TCE. -, RS WRERD Y
e .e-.-'v-.~-c;mﬁpﬁ?mjm&samﬁ;uy alternatives that fail into. thiscategory. .. .. . - . ..

" 3 “Cover page and elsewherp- I'h ot suce we should be calling s an Inwerim ROD, a5 .+ "+ -
R _Opposad to a “focussd™ ROD or some other designator that more clearly indi¢ates that st

<R 6 1t goox, the-Clexivp devisions in the ROD are findl, but thit ot all cleanuy .7

that we're going Lo rethink the decisions made in this ROD at a later time, which is not
my understanding of our infestions {slthough if cleaning up TCE to MCL levels proves
impracticable, we might rethink this decision),




o r:-t-a -

05-90-88 14:22 b= o
Attomney Wark Product
September 8, 2000
Page 2 of 4

4, Pg. iif, Ststement of Basis and Purpoge, 1 sentence— This sentence should say more

' Procisely what the scope of this ROD is, T suggest wording closer to “Thia Eoterim
{Focreed) Record of Decision (/FROD) preseats the selected remedial action for TCE
contm 'tﬁmhmmﬂwmhmulmdz'ofmﬂhmm?cﬂﬂmm This
FROL mm&ﬂkmﬂheﬁmﬁahwlumthmuclm
decition. zuhﬁngmm&nminumofmbﬁiduTCE,mbdngdmmd

whether it is bechnically practicable from an engineering standpoint Fo meet applicable.or
rdwmtmdappmpﬁmmuirmmtsfwum:mtmﬁmuufmmbﬁdum.

5, P;iﬂbmipﬁmﬂfwmdhmimkmﬁy,zﬂmmsmmepdmb&gmﬂ: :
inﬂﬁnmtmmisﬂiMuumumhtthhmicﬂletmmwybm R
¢lm¢dmlmﬁmmmngﬁ;mmwﬁmmﬂmemniMth{}U ®
addressod clearup/temovalfreatment/whatever of all source matesials in the Cheica] il
leuu.m&!hmgwemlmnfmciﬁcmclmup. Doing this should make it
Hclurupossible!hata]lmmoeumhaveindmdbmdm]tmth,ﬂdthommerudu E
having to doubls check the listing of specific cleanup activities to make sure they're al
listed,

6. Pg. ili, Description of Seloctad Interin Remedy, 3" sentence and following= The manmer X

' inwi:.ichtong-tmnmonitnringisdmn‘badmnlmitmmdlihmunjmwmmal- o F
'mmuﬁm'isampmmioﬂha&cusedcl:mupmﬁmwhi::hldmnmdmmdtobe &
o the cage Un]eumnmmredmmm]mmuaﬂmisinmﬂedmbucumponmnﬂhs IR &
. focused cleanup action, ] suggest discussing long-term monitoring more in the contextof Y
mmmemmmmclmm_mirmnmmm T e T NI VO
... ecreasing in aress yway fim.the drea where TCE-contamitiated: gristidwater iy béng
e rented. To the extent long:-tesmn. matiitoring is being discussed Yo provids conifortto the -
. - public tat DOE wil] be checking to make sure the problem. ign't gerting worse, § sugpest

T discussing it m-_just.mu_dgm&it rather calling it 2 component of the focused remedial . - .

7: o Pg 5, 1% AUy, 2 sentenca- I'm not sure how mahy other docuithents this Teferesise to: - 7
- " 'the otiginal FFA i¢ found in, bur my recollection is that the original FFA was really apre- ~ . - - :
T SARA agreement, that didn™ meet the requirernents of Section 120, when they were o0 L. L EE
i e, 8dded to CERCLA in 1986, Because the original FFA didn't meet the Séction 120 . ...
T - .- Fequirements, we had to negotiste subatantia? amendrients, which became the Firsr '
T TN meded FEA we'pe currently working under. Thus, | don’t hink this sentence is
3 accurate and 1 do think it needs to bo reviged.
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woulld take an ‘cntire page (pg. 10) to describe the issuss imvolved in groat detad], ['woidd 70
e mors inclined o discss this prosess éhtonologically, racher tham separacing tie.
* procedura] history frony the substance of the dispite. For example, I would list the issies - N
i in connection with saying that the state commented during the initia] public comment - - EITPR
.+, peviod 20 deseribe the decision coming aut.af the dispute in souection with discrissing " 7 ¢
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Fg. 5, 1™ sentence- mitmdhmmmmmwﬂmmﬂhﬁﬁ
“DOE condacted a wdial investigarion/feasibility study (RI/FS) for the GWOU in
accordance with the mﬁmmuofﬁk%hdﬁmninﬂhmtmmdmd_

Pg. 9, bottom Y- 1 haven't reviewed Last Fali's sequence of events sufficiently to provide
pmdudues.bmit':myrecu[!wﬁunmnthmm pmvidedmmmmt?unthc P

remedis! action, and any ancillary beneficial sffects the TCR ¢leanup might have in terms
of clesning up these other camaminants. Again, the istention is 1o make it clear that this
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ROD ouly sddresses TCE clearmp docisions. Semewhere in all of thiz we noed to make it
cloar that we think we can clesnup the TCE mat# or less independently of the other
COCs, either bocause of relative Iocations of types of treatmant to be euployed.

Pg. 33 "he rernodial action objectives need to be revised to make them spacific o
cleanin N “TCE i . . ’

Pg 33— .o descriptions of the various elesnup alteraatives need to be revised to focns
on the mose limited cleamp objective of removing TCE from the groundwater. As
mentioned sbove, any discussion of the other contaminants should be mora along the
kines of how the presenca of the other COCs might affoct the effectiveness of particular
TCE cleanup alternatives, any potential that the ritke posed by the presence of these
contxminants might be aggravated by itmplementing this focused remedial action, and any
ancillary beneficial offects the TCE clsanup might have in terms of cleaning up these
other conteminants.

Pg. 43— Since wero not saying it is techricalty impracticable to treat TCE (at this point in
time, anyway), I don't a reason to inchude this gection.

Pg 47. 'AR#apdpg S0, § 11.2.1- Since we're Emiting the scope of the remedial

#ction te cleaning up TCE in Zenes 1 and 2, [ don't think there’s any reason to discusy
requirements that might pertain to any other COCs. Doing so would just increase the
likeliheod that someone could argue there is an implied wajver of these
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	Fax: Weldon Spring Chemical Plant, Groundwater Operable Unit Interim Record of Decision (ROD). 



