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OVERVIEW 

• Site Descriptions and History 

• VCA Strategy and Schedule 

• Field Screening and Sampling Strategy 

• Building 27 SAP Prior to D&D Activity 

• Rationale for Cleanup Levels 

• Coordination with NMED 



KEY AREAS OF FOCUS AND REGULATOR INPUT 

• Cleanup Levels 

• Bounding Strategy 
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SITE HISTORIES 

. • V-SITE 

Primary operations were HE casting and assembly. 

Operated from roughly 1944 to 1960. 

• Building 27 

Primary operation was HE casting. 

Operated from 1945 to 1954. 
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VCA STRATEGY AND SCHEDULE 

• Coordination with, and benefit from, D&D activities at these 
PRSs. Apply an accelerated approach to cleanup with 
stopping rules. 

• D&D Specifications are complete. D&D contractor selection 
expected within the February/March 97 timeframe. 

• VCA Plan complete by end of February 97. 

• Field work complete by end of July 97. VCA Report 
scheduled for completion by end of September 97. Current 
Baseline costs are projected at $954K. 



FIELD SCREENING AND SAMPLING STRATEGY 

. • 16 PRSs at these Sites Including: 

septic systems 
sumps 
drainlines 
storage areas 
pond 
cooling towers 
building footprints 

• SRS scores ranged from 28 - 4 7. 



Chapter 5 Evaluation of Potential Release Site Aggregates 

.··············· 76(}0 ............... . 

-............... ........ ... ___ -

'' '' 
'' '' 

.. . . . . . . . . . . 
· .. ,~34(n)\ \ 

·······.. '' 
, ... , I I 

I ' ' 1 I 

~*tr · 
'-~\ I · .. ' '· ' 1•, I 

I ',1 

' , 
·)·f 16~24(m) 

' ' /..-=:~~:::·~~-~) 
........... , ,' .... -.... ' 

' ' 

ISS§l Existing building 

23:32 Former building 

• Sump 

O Manhole 

•, 

·. 

----Fence 

=:::z::z::= Sewer line 

............. ... ..... 1O-ft contour line 

-------- PRS area 

• Surface sample 

I 
II 

... II 
······.jl 

t:l 
J I .... ·7StJo. 
,.II: ·., 

====== Paved road 

:::::::::: Former road x Subsurface sample 

= = = = Unimproved road 

0 

I 
100 

I I 
200 300 

I I I I I I I 

cARTography by A. Kron 618194 

Fig. 5-95. Sampling locations at V-Site. 
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Chapter 5 
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FIELD SCREENING AND SAMPLING STRATEGY 
(Continued) 

• No sampling has been performed at these PRSs. 

• In general, characterization will be performed in 2 stages: 

Stage 1: 

1. Field screening immediately following removal of structures 
by D&D. Field screening methods are available for COPCs: 
Spot Test and DETECH for HE; and LIBS or XRF for metals. 

2. Removal of contaminated soil as necessary by ER Contractor. 



FIELD SCREENING AND SAMPLING STRATEGY 
(Continued) 

Stage 1 (continued): 

3. Contaminated soil is removed to a level of 50% of the cleanup 
level based on field screening results. 

4. Contaminated soil segregated by waste types. 

5. Approved Work Plan sampling for those PRSs not disturbed by 
D&D activity (includes bounding sampling). 

• Note: strong stopping rules are in place to account for 
'unexpected' results throughout Stage 1 and Stage 2 sampling. 



FIELD SCREENING AND SAMPLING STRATEGY 
(Continued) 

Stage 2: 

1. Verification sampling for off-site laboratory analysis to 
confirm that cleanup levels were achieved (includes bounding 
sampling. 

2. Waste characterization sampling. 

• Exception is sampling and analysis plan for Building 27. 



BUILDING 27 SAP PRIOR TO D&D ACTIVITY 

. • Basement foundations need to be removed at this Building. 

• This dictates that investigations of sumps and drainlines 
associated with the building be complete prior to removal of 
structures. 

• This investigation is the first activity scheduled by the FU-3 
Field Team. Investigation includes: 

Trenching with a backhoe for the collection of samples. 

• Coordination with D&D and ER Contractors required. 



RATIONALE FOR CLEANUP LEVELS 

. • Conceptual model for site considered: 
Industrial land use. 
Shallow contamination with no contact with groundwater. 
No hydrologic head at most sites. 
No surface water/drainage concerns. 

• Cleanup levels derived from USEP A Region 9 PRGs for 
Industrial Soil. 

These PRGs are based on a target cancer risk of 1 x 1 o-6 for 
carcinogens, and a hazard quotient 1 for non-carcinogens. 



RATIONALE FOR CLEANUP LEVELS 
(Continued) 

• Important Considerations: 

Cleanup levels for carcinogens are equal to the Region 9 
PRG for industrial soil. 

Cleanup levels for non-carcinogens are equal to one-tenth 
the Region 9 PRG for industrial soil to account for 
multiple constituents. 

Following Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund 
(RAGS), the 95% UCL of the mean for verification 
samples within an exposure unit will be used to compare to 
cleanup levels. 



RATIONALEFORCLEANUPLEVELS 
(Continued) 

• Eco-risk and surface water runoff concerns are accounted for 
because: 

Effective cleanup is approaching one-half the cleanup 
level. 
Site will be backfilled and restored, therefore any residual 
contamination will be at depth. 
No impacts to water systems with subsequent 
biomagnification and accumulation potential. 

• This conservative approach has been applied to avoid 
protracted negotiations on cleanup levels in order to take 
advantage of the D&D schedule. 



COORDINATION WITH NMED 

• VCA Plan Review (AlP, HRMB?) 

• Participation in Field Work Activity (AlP) 

• Participation in Team Meetings (AlP) 

• NFA Report Review (AlP, HRMB?) 


