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h Street 

Dr. Sigfried Hecker, Director 
Los Alamos National Laboratory 
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RE: Rejection of RCRA Facility Investigation Report 
Potential Release Sites 1-002, 1-001 (t) & 1-007(k) 
Technical Area 1, Aggregates K, L, M & 0 
Los Alamos National Laboratory 
NM089001 0515 

Dear Mr. Taylor and Dr. Hecker: 

The RCRA Permits Management Program (RPMP) of the New Mexico Environment 
Department's Hazardous and Radioactive Materials has reviewed the RCRA Facility 
Investigation Report (LA-UR-96-1264) for Potential Release Sites 1-002, 1-001(t) & 
1-007(k) dated April1996 and referenced by EM/ER:96-200. RPMP rejects this 
document based on the information detailed in the attachment. 

The Department of Energy/Los Alamos National Laboratory (DOE/LANL) should 
respond to the rejection of this document by revising and resubmitting this document for 
review and approval. RPMP is open to discussing this rejection letter and its contents 
upon request. However, DOE/LANL should realize that this rejection letter is based on 
items previously discussed in DOE/LANL/RPMP cooperative forums. 
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Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me or Mr. John 
Kieling, RPMP's LANL Facility Manager, at (505) 827-1558. 

SO'?L)O~ 
~~1n3tu") Dinwiddie, Ph.D., Manager 
RCRA Permits Management Program 
Hazardous and Radioactive Materials Bureau 

RSD:kth 

attachment 

cc w/ attachment: 
J. Canepa, LANL EM/ER, MS M992 
B. Garcia, NMED HRMB 
T. Glatzmaier, LANL DDEES/ER, MS M992 
K. Hill, NMED HRMB 
M. Johansen, DOE LAAO, MS A316 
J. Kieling, NMED HRMB 
M. Leavitt, NMED GWQB 
H. LeDoux, DOE LAAO, MS A316 
D. Mcinroy, LANL EM/ER, MS M992 
D. Neleigh, EPA 6PD-N 
J. Parker, NMED DOE OB 
G. Saums, NMED SWQB 
J. Vozella, DOE LAAO, MS A316 
S. Yanicak, NMED DOE OB, MS J993 
File: HSWA LANL 1/1078/1 
Track: LANL, doc date, NA, DOE/LANL, HRMB/Dinwiddie, RE, file x{' A~~ 
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ATTACHMENT 
Rejection of RCRA Facility Investigation Report 

Technical Area 1, Aggregates K, L, M & 0 
Apri11996 

The following potential release sites were presented in this document: 1-002, 1-001 (t) & 
1-007(k) 

BASIS FOR REJECTION 

1. LANL failed to provide a comprehensive data summary which included non­
detectable concentrations. 

2. LANL failed to provide the analytical results from all samples obtained as part of 
this corrective action or pertinent, related corrective actions (such as the Interim 
Action at Aggregate K). 

3. LANL failed to include detection limits as part of this document. 

4. LANL's analytical laboratory failed to achieve detection limits less than screening 
action levels at Aggregate 0. 

5. LANL failed to perform proper risk screening: LANL used a multiple chemical 
evaluation at Aggregate K. 

6. LANL composited samples at Aggregates K (including but not limited to, the 
Lorna Vista Drive property), L (vertical and horizontal compositing within and 
between boreholes), and 0 (vertical compositing within boreholes). 

7. LANL relied on inappropriate analytical methods (such as TCLP) for site 
characterization: Interim Action for the industrial waste line between TA 1 and 
Acid Canyon (page 26). 

8. LANL failed to determine the extent of contamination: possibly Aggregate L 
(SVOCs were unreported), Aggregate K (interim action analytical results not 
provided), Aggregate L (discrete grab samples not obtained), and Aggregate 0 
(samples not analyzed for SVOCs). 

9. LANL failed to adhere to the approved RFI Workplan: Aggregate K (composite 
borehole sampling replaced discreet grab sampling and sampling locations were 
relocated), Aggregate L (composite sampling replaced discrete grab sampling), 
and Aggregate 0 (composite sampling replaced discrete grab sampling). 
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10. LANL failed to obtain prior approval for the deferral of corrective action activities 
that were approved in the RFI Workplan: Aggregate M. 


