* RECEIVED
JuL 21 1993

OSTi

DOE/OR/21949-365

Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP)
Contract No. DE-AC05-910R21949

WAYNE INTERIM STORAGE SITE
ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT
FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1992

868 Black Oak Ridge Road
Wayne, New Jersey

DISTRIBUTION OF THIS DOCUMENT IS UNLIMITED



DOE/OR/21949-365

WAYNE INTERIM STORAGE SITE
ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT

FOR CALENDAR YEAR 1992

868 BLACK OAK RIDGE ROAD

WAYNE, NEW JERSEY

MAY 1993

Prepared for

United States Department of Energy
Oak Ridge Operations Office

Under Contract No. DE-AC05-910R21949

By

Bechtel National, Inc.

Oak Ridge, Tennessee

Bechtel Job No. 14501 RN

=
—.v‘d

v

S =

DISTRIBUTION OF THIS DOCUMENT IS UNLIMITED



T e - -

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report describes the environmental surveillance program at the Wayne Interim
Storage Site (WISS) and provides the results for 1992. The fenced, 2.6-ha (6.5-acre) site,
32 km (20 mi) northwest of Newark, New Jersey, was used between 1948 and 1971 for
commercial processing of monazite sand to separate natural radioisotopes— predominantly

thorium.

Environmental surveillance of WISS began in 1984 in accordance with Department of
Energy (DOE) Order 5400.1 when Congress added the site to DOE’s Formerly Utilized Sites
Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP). FUSRAP was established to identify and
decontaminate or otherwise control sites where residual radioactive materials remain from the
early years of the nation’s atomic energy program or from commercial operations causing
conditions that Congress has authorized DOE to remedy. WISS is part of a National
Priorities List (NPL) site.

The environmental surveillance program at WISS includes sampling networks for radon
and thoron in air; external gamma radiation exposure; radium-226, radium-228, thorium-230,
thorium-232, total uranium, and several chemicals in surface water and sediment; and total
uranium, radium-226, radium-228, thorium-230, thorium-232, and organic and inorganic

chemicals in groundwater.

Monitoring results are compared with applicable Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and state standards, DOE derived concentration guides (DCGs), dose limits, and other
DOE requirements. This monitoring program assists in fulfilling the DOE policy of
measuring and monitoring effluents from DOE activities and calculating hypothetical doses.

Results for environmental surveillance in 1992 show that the concentrations of all
radioactive and most chemical contaminants were below applicable standards. In
groundwater, four metals were detected at concentrations above New Jersey Groundwater
Quality Standards (NJGQS): aluminum, iron, and manganese in samples from three wells

and lead in a sample from one well. The hypothetical radiation dose calculated for a
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maximally exposed individnal and for the population within an 80-km (50-mi) radius was not
distinguishable from natural background.

During 1992 site activities included routine maintenance, environmental surveillance,
and onsite sampling in support of the Wayne site remedial investigation. The only potential
for release from the site is through contaminant migration. There were no specific releases
from the site. Based on the present knowledge of site conditions, WISS was in compliance
with applicable federal and state regulations, except for the aluminum, iron, manganese, and
lead in groundwater that exceeded NJGQS. Groundwater contamination will be discussed in
the feasibility study-environmental impact statement (FS-EIS) being prepared for site
remediation. A permit application has been submitted to the State of New Jersey to address

the discharge of stormwater from WISS.

The complete environmental report is routinely distributed to representatives of federal,
state, and local agencies and to individuals who have requested copies. The report is also
available to the media and is part of the site’s administrative record file located at the Wayne

Public Library and in the public information office.
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COMPLIANCE SUMMARY

The primary regulatory guidelines, limits, and DOE requirements for environmental
monitoring originate in the following federal acts: the Clean Air Act (CAA); the Clean
Water Act (CWA); the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA); the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA); the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA); the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA); the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); and the National Historic Preservation Act.

Environmental remediation of WISS is being conducted in accordance with CERCLA,
the protocol for remediating low-level radioactive contamination at FUSRAP sites, and
applicable DOE requirements authorized by the Atomic Energy Act. The following
summaries identify applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARSs) as they
existed in 1992 and the first quarter of 1993, define the status of compliance with the
referenced requirements, and forecast the regulatory changes that may affect the site in the

near future.

PRIMARY REGULATORY GUIDELINES

DOE Requirements for Radionuclide Releases

Site releases must comply with specific DOE requirements that establish quantitative
limits, DCGs, and dose limits for radiological releases from DOE facilities. A review of
environmental monitoring results for 1992 shows that WISS was in compliance with all

applicable DOE radionuclide release standards.

Clean Air Act and National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants

The primary federal statute governing air emissions is the CAA. The only potential
source of air emissions from WISS is radionuclide emissions from contaminated soil. WISS
is not required to have any state or federal air permits, pursuant to the authority of CERCLA
Section 121. Although WISS is a nonoperating DOE facility, Subpart H ("National Emission
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Standards for Emissions of Radionuclides Other Than Radon from Department of Energy
Facilities") and Subpart Q ("National Emission Standards for Radon Emissions from
Department of Energy Facilities") of the National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants are potentially applicable. However, Subpart Q was determined to not apply to the
WISS interim storage pile because calculations show that the waste does not contain
radium-226 of sufficient concentration to emit radon-222 in excess of the applicable standards

established in this regulation.

In 1992 compliance with the emission standard for other radionuclides under Subpart H
was evaluated using the EPA Clean Air Act Assessment Package-1988 (CAP-88) PC
computer model. An annual report is due to EPA on June 30, 1993. Calculations indicate
that the site is in compliance with Subpart H.

Clean Water Act

Pollutants discharged o waters of the United States are regulated under the CWA as
promulgated and implemented by the State of New Jersey. Stormwater and shallow
groundwater are the primary pathways for discharges to surface water. Compliance activities
in progress include the submittal of an application for a stormwater permit to the New Jersey
Department of Environmental Protection and Energy (NJDEPE) on September 30, 1992,

Additional sampling is planned to further characterize stormwater flow onto the site.

Safe Drinking Water Act

The SDWA was enacted by Congress in 1974 to regulate drinking water systems,
provide for the protection of aquifers, and require EPA to establish primary drinking water
regulations for contaminants that can cause adverse public health effects. The regulations
established by EPA for drinking watcr systems include both mandatory levels [maximum
contaminant levels (MCLs)] and nonenforceable health goals {maximum contaminant level
goals (MCLGs)] for regulzied contaminants in drinking water.
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Under the 1986 Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act, drinking water MCLs
and MCLG:s for regulated contaminants are ARARs that CERCLA cleanups must meet for
groundwater or surface water that is a current or potential source of drinking water. New
Jersey is responsible for primary enforcement of federal drinking water regulations, and
federal and state standards for regulated radionuclides in groundwater and surface water are
identical.

In addition, New Jersey, unlike EPA, has established standards for contaminants in
groundwater. These standards, revised in February 1993, also establish numerical criteria
for regulated radionuclides in groundwater that are the same as federal and state SDWA
standards. Under CERCLA, state groundwater standards that are more stringent than federal
standards are ARARSs to be attained during site remediation.

Chemical data for groundwater monitoring have been evaluated to determine whether
cleanup levels are meeting the newly revised standards. Lead concentrations in two wells
exceeded the standards. Groundwater contamination will be discussed in the CERCLA
FS-EIS being prepared for site remediation.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RCRA is the principal federal statute governing the management of hazardous waste.
In 1991 approximately 40 soil samples were taken from the interim storage pile at WISS for
analysis using the toxicity characteristic leaching procedure (TCLP). Based on an evaluation
of the sample data, the soil in the pile does not meet the criteria for classification as
"hazardous waste.” Samples were also collected from onsite soils outside of the pile and
analyzed using the TCLP. These soil samples also did not meet the hazardous waste

classification criteria.
Toxic Substances Control Act

The most common toxic substances regulated by TSCA are polychlorinated biphenyls
and asbestos. TSCA-regulated waste has not been detected at WISS.
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Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act

CERCLA and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
are the primary sources of federal regulatory authority at WISS.

Because WISS is on the NPL, a federal facilities agreement between EPA Region II and
DOE was established on April 22, 1991, for site remedial action. The agreement defines the
roles and responsibilities of the respective agencies and provides a schedule for the
completion of a remedial investigation/FS for the site. A record of decision, which

documents the remedial action alternative selected for the site, is scheduled for 1993.

DOE’s policy is to integrate NEPA documentation requirements with the procedural
and documentation requirements of CERCLA. The two laws have significant similarities in
content; however, they have differences in scope, specific procedures, and definition of
terms. DOE integrates CERCLA and NEPA to avoid the duplication of effort and the larger

commitment of resources needed to implement both statutes separately.
National Environmental Policy Act

NEPA requires an analysis of potential environmental impacts from proposed federal
projects including the cleanup of the Wayne site. This analysis will be contained in an EIS,
which will be combined with the FS, as required by CERCLA.

Categorical exclusions for routine maintenance and environmental monitoring activities
were approved in 1992. A categorical exclusion is a category of actions, defined by
40 CFR 1508, that would not normally require an environmental assessment or EIS.

National Historic Preservation Act

The Office of New Jersey Heritage is evaluating WISS to determine whether historic
and archeological resources are present. Any information required by this office will be
submitted accordingly. FUSRAP is actively committed to its responsibilities for managing
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cultural resources that may be affected by environmental restoration activities. The FUSRAP
cultural resource management program ensures that the early stages of project planning
provide for a thorough consideration of the areas of potential effects of environmental
restoration activities on any cultural resources that may be located on FUSRAP sites.
Consultation with state historical preservaiion officers, Native American groups, and local
historians is ongoing to identify cultural *esources that may be eligible for nomination to the
National Register of Historic Places in accordance with requirements of Section 106 of the

National Historic Preservation Act.

To date, the FUSRAP cultural resource management program has not identified any
historic properties, such as districts, sites, buildings, and structures, at any of the FUSRAP

sites that are currently undergoing environmental restoration.
Other Major Environmental Statutes and Executive Orders

In addition to DOE requirements and statutes, several other major environmental
statutes have been reviewed for applicability. For example, the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act and the Endangered Species Act have been found to impose
no current requirements on WISS. In addition, Executive Orders 11988 ("Floodplain
Management") and 11990 ("Protection of Wetlands") and state laws and regulations have
been reviewed for applicability. WISS is in compliance with all applicable federal and state
environmental statutes, regulations, and executive orders other than those specifically noted
in previous subsections. These statutes, regulations, and executive orders are reviewed

regularly to maintain continual regulatory compliance at WISS.
APPLICABLE ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS
As stated previously in the CWA section, a stormwater discharge permit application

was submitted to NJDEPE pursuant to National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
regulations before the regulatory deadline of October 1, 1992.



SUMMARY OF REGULATORY COMPLIANCE IN CALENDAR YEAR 1993
(FIRST QUARTER)

During the first quarter of 1993, environmental monitoring continued, as did review of

potentially applicable regulations for their impact on the site. Compliance issues currently
being addressed include lead that was detected in excess of NJGQS.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Environmental monitoring of the U.S. Department of Energy’s (DOE) Wayne Interim
Storage Site (WISS) began in 1984. This document describes the environmental surveillance

program, the results for 1992, and the regulatory compliance status of the site.

Environmental monitoring of WISS is managed under DOE’s Formerly Utilized Sites
Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP). FUSRAP was established to identify and
decontaminate or otherwise control sites where residual radioactive materials remain from the
early years of the nation’s atomic energy program or from commercial operations causing
conditions that Congress has authorized DOE to remedy. A concerted effort is made to

minimize waste and prevent further pollution.

1.1 SITE DESCRIPTION

WISS occupies approximately 2.6 ha (6.5 acres) in the Piedmont Plateau of
north-central New Jersey within Wayne Township, Passaic County, approximately 32 km
(20 mi) northwest of Newark, New Jersey, and 60 km (37 mi) northwest of New York City
(Figure 1-1). WISS, Pompton Plains Railroad Spur, and vicinity properties compose the
Wayne site. The WISS property is fenced and includes a two-story masonry building and a
1.1-ha (2.7-acre) interim storage pile. No processing activities are conducted, and no process
effluents are generated at WISS. The pile contains low-level radioactively contaminated
waste and covers approximately 1 ha (2.5 acres) in the center of the property. The storage
pile is approximately 122 m (400 ft) long, 80 m (262 ft) wide, and a maximum of 5.5 m
(18 ft) high; contains about 29,400 m* (38,500 yd*) of waste; and is covered with a
high-density polyethylene pile cover. The portion of the property outside the security fence
consists of a small asphalt parking lot approximately 40 by 40 m (130 by 130 ft) in the
northwestern corner and undeveloped wooded terrain along the eastern boundary
(Figure 1-2). A leachate collection system within the pile and a liner system beneath the pile

intercept any seepage that may occur.
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The topography at WISS slopes gently and ranges in elevation from 60 to 69 m (197 to
226 ft) above mean sea level (MSL). The highest elevations are in the eastern portion of the
property adjacent to the base of a ridge trending northwest to southeast. A drainage ditch
traverses the eastern part of the property from south to north, turning west along the northern
side of the site. The drainage ditch exits the site to the west through a manhole in the
parking area and is considered the primary potential surface water pathway for contaminant
migration. The area along the western side of the site is generally flat and slopes gently

toward the Pompton River.

From 1948 through 1971, Rare Earths, Inc., and, later, W.R. Grace & Co., processed
monazite sand to extract thorium and rare earth elements. Rare Earths received a license
from the Atomic Energy Commission to conduct the operations in 1954, after passage of the
Atomic Energy Act. In 1957 W.R. Grace (Davison Chemical Division) purchased the
facility and continued production until July 1971. During the years of operation, some of the
thorium process waste was buried onsite, and some was spread to low-lying properties by
erosion and through storm drains and storm sewers. Process waste and residues included ore

tailings, yttrium sludges, and sulfate precipitates.

After processing ceased in 1971, the facility was licensed only for storage. In 1974
W.R. Grace performeci a partial decontamination during which some buildings were razed,
and the rubble and equipment were buried onsite; the remaining buildings were
decontaminated. In 1975 the facility was decommissioned, and W.R. Grace’s license was
terminated.

In 1980 the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection and Energy
(NJDEPE) conducted a radiological survey of the area and identified areas of elevated
contamination. In September 1984 the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) added the
Wayne site to the National Priorities List. Since 1984, when the site was assigned to DOE
by Congress through the Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act, WISS has
served as an interim storage area. Contaminated materials removed from WISS and vicinity

properties during 1985 through 1987 were consolidated onsite in an interim storage pile.
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1.2 REGIONAL DEMOGRAPHY

Land use in the vicinity of WISS is predominantly residential and commercial
(Figure 1-3). The site is bordered by residential property to the north and east, commercial
property to the south and west, and agricultural property to the northwest. Figure 1-4 is an
aerial photograph of WISS and its vicinity.

The population of Passaic County is about 450,000; the populations of Wayne and
Pequannock townships are about 50,000 and 13,000, respectively. The nearest residential
areas, primarily a mixture of single- and multiple-family dwellings, are less than 0.2 km
(0.1 mi) from the site. The total population of the area within an 80-km (50-mi) radius is

over 10 million.
1.3 HYDROGEOLOGIC SETTING

The most prominent site surface feature is the interim storage pile. About half of the
fenced site is covered by a mound of mildly radioactively contaminated soil materials. The
site slopes gently northwest toward the street. A drainage ditch along the eastern and
northern sides exits to Sheffield Brook and the Pompton River about 0.8 km (0.5 mi) west.

1.3.1 Geology

The Wayne site lies within the geologic structure known as the Newark Basin, which
extends from the Hudson River Valley of New York to southeastern Pennsylvania. The
Newark Basin formed at the end of the Paleozoic epoch along the eastern portion of the
North American continental margin. The basin was filled with clastic sediments (sand, silt,
and clay) derived from the highlands to the west. These sediments are interbedded with
igneous flow basalts that were deposited during the formation of the basin. Late structural
deformation resulted in shallow, open folds and high-angle faulting along the basin margin.
The high-angle faults bound en-echelon tilted blocks of sediment that step down to the east
and tilt to the west and south. A thin veneer of glacial, fluvial (stream) deposits and
lacustrine (lake) sediments covers the bedrock erosional surface. WISS is located in the
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physiographic province known as the Central Passaic River Basin (CPRB), which
corresponds to one of the aforementioned structural blocks. This feature is bordered on the
west by the Ramapo Fault and on the east by a pronounced topographic ridge of Hook
Mountain Basalt. This physiographic province contains isolated, sole-source aquifers in the

glacial sediments and in the fractured bedrock units.

The bedrock underlying the site consists of lower Jurassic sedimentary and igneous
rocks of the Brunswick Group, Newark Supergroup. Lithologies identified in geologic
boreholes include conglomerates, sandstones, and siltstones of the Boonton Formation. The
Hook Mountain Basalt underlies the site at an estimated depth of 107 m (350 ft) and outcrops
along the ridge to the east. The bedrock units are fractured and tilt to the west-southwest at
approximately 13 to 17 degrees. The bedrock surface was extensively eroded during the late
Mesozoic and early Tertiary period. An erosional low area in the bedrock surface, probably
produced by a dip-slope drainage stream, is present under the center of the Wayne site.
Stream deposits composed of poorly sorted sand, gravel, fine-grained silt, and clay fill the
erosional low in the area of WISS. These stream sediments and the upper weathered portion
of the bedrock constitute the lower aquifer at WISS and are overlain by clay deposited in a
glaciolacustrine environment. The clay unit confines the lower aquifer over most of the site
and separates the lower stream sediments from the shallow deposits. The near-surface
sediments are similar to the lower section below the lake clays. The shallow sediments, also
deposited by stream processes, are composed of poorly sorted sand, gravel, silt, and clay.
These shallow sediments constitute the upper aquifer in the WISS area. The stream, which
deposited the Shallow sediments and downcut into the lake clays and in the northeastern
portion of the site, has completely removed the lake beds.

1.3.2 Surface Water

WISS has an average slope of 10.3 percent toward the west. Elevations range from
60 to 69 m (197 to 226 ft) above MSL. Approximately 60 percent of the site is covered with
grass and trees, and the remainder is covered with impervious materials (asphalt parking
areas and buildings). WISS is drained by a stormwater drainage system of open ditches and

underground conduits that discharges through a single manhole in the parking area. The
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outflow from the manhole enters the city storm sewer system that discharges to Sheffield

Brook. Surface water samples were collected at locations both onsite and offsite.

1.3.3 Groundwater

The CPRB, the physiographic region in which WISS is located, contains two primary
aquifer systems: a bedrock system composed of Jurassic sedimentary and igneous rocks, and
a shallow system (Buried-Valley aquifer) in the unconsolidated fluvial/glacial sediments.
Groundwater flow in the bedrock aquifer is primarily internal to the CPRB. Recharge occurs
along the highlands surrounding the basin, with flow toward the center of the CPRB and
discharge upward into the overlying, unconsolidated sediments. Groundwater in the
Buried-Valley aquifer is toward surface wetlands and down the basin, following low areas in
the bedrock surface toward Hobart Gap. EPA has designated the bedrock and the
Buried-Valley as sole-source aquifers. EPA Region II classifies all water in sole-source
aquifers as Class-IIA, which is defined as a current supply for drinking water or other
beneficial use. The bedrock aquifer has reported yields ranging from 1 to 32 L/s (20 to
510 gpm) with an average of 8 L/s (130 gpm). Yields from the Buried-Valley aquifer range
from 0.25 to 58 L/s (4 to 920 gpm). In areas where the unconsolidated sediments are more

extensive, well yields average 13 L/s (200 gpm).

Groundwater at WISS occurs in two aquifers. The lower zone aquifer includes the
weathered upper portion of the Boonton Formation (bedrock) and the lower unconsolidated
sediments, which are below the lake clay deposits. The lower aquifer typically exhibits
flowing artesian conditions. The shallow aquifer exists in the surficial, coarse, clastic
sediments of the unconsolidated sediments, which are above the lake clays. Groundwater is
unconfined in this unit; depth to water ranges from the surface to 2.1 m (7 ft). Water levels
in the upper aquifer fluctuate seasonally from 0.3 to 1.4 m (1 to 4.5 ft). The upper aquifer
has an average hydraulic conductivity of 3 X 10* cm/s (310 ft/yr), an average gradient of
0.065 toward the west, and a computed linear flow velocity of 21 m/yr (70 ft/yr). The lower
aquifer system has an average hydraulic gradient of 1 X 10* cm/s (104 ft/yr), an average

gradient of 0.04 toward the west, and a computed flow velocity of 24 to 126 m/yr
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(80 to 415 ft/yr). Hydrographs of groundwater level fluctuations are included in
Appendix A.

Water Supply

Drinking water is supplied to Passaic and Morris counties from surface water and
groundwater sources. In 1975, 93.5 percent of the public drinking water in Passaic County
was derived from surface water sources; however, in Morris County, 89.9 percent of the
public drinking water was supplied by groundwater sources (Hoffman 1989). A search of
NIDEPE records identified 89 water v-ells drilled between 1940 and 1988 within a 1.6-km
(1-mi) radius of WISS. Depths range from 9 to 150 m (30 to 493 ft) with reported yields of
1.9 to 3,236 L/min (0.5 to 855 gpm). The number and reported uses of the wells are: 56
for domestic use, 3 for industrial use, 5 for irrigation, and 4 for public supply. Information
regarding use of the remaining 21 wells was not available. Five high-yield wells are located
within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the site. Four of these are municipal supply wells; three are owned
by the Wayne Township, and one is owned by Pompton Lakes Borough. Th= remaining well
provides irrigation to a farm located approximately 300 m (1,000 ft) west of the site. The
municipal supply wells closest to the site are upgradient of the site and located approximately
0.8 km (0.5 mi) northeast and approximately 1.1 km (0.7 mi) southeast of the site.

1.4 CLIMATE

Climatological data from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA) for the Newark vicinity for 1992 show that temperature extremes ranged from
-12° to 36°C (10° to 97°F). Average wind speeds ranged from 14 to 18.4 km/h
(8.7 to 11.4 mph), and the predominant resultant wind direction was from the west
(NOAA 1993). The minimum monthly precipitation [1.85 cm (0.73 in.)} occurred in
October 1992, the maximum [12.8 cm (5.02 in.)) occurred in November 1992, and the
average for 1992 was 7.77 cm (3.06 in.).

137_0047 (05/24/%3) 6



FIGURES FOR SECTION 1.0



]

Residantial

N
%
9
(3
Residential %‘%
[ wiss
% School Bus
Repair Facility

" . ERETT

Figure 1-1
Wayne Site Location Map

]

PHILADELPHIA
®

NEW JERSEY

LOCATION MAP

FUSRAP/Wayne BRA-011893



SSIM Jo ueld 8IS

2-1 8.nbi4
NOO°L0036EY oSi
i E E E E E E E P
1334 081 59 0 s 3 s 3 S g g 3 S .
e s | oreIN
SHILN 0¥ 0 0
IWIS
HILIO JOWNIYd0  — e OL6PN
3ON3J ONLISEX3 e R e
AYYONOG A14304d ——— e
oniaiing _ _ —
000N
OF0SN
5
o 0905N
E
=
3
m .
065N
Y ozisH
d).(r =
\J#) .M... 9,
& 2
EY x

0S!GN

v

10



POMPTON PLAINS
CROSS ROAD

BASED CN AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS, SITE VISITS, AND USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP. 124000 SCALE
HACKENSACK NJ QUADRANGLE (PHOTO REVISED 1982)

A AGRICULTURAL RC RECREATIONAL
C COMMERCIAL V. VACANT
E  EDUCATIONAL W RESERVOIR
R RESIDENTIAL
: o5 )
0 0.8 KM
Figure 1-3

Generalized Land Use in the Vicinity of WISS

11




SSIM JO MBIA [BLIBY
p-1 8inbiy

[



2.0 ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM INFORMATION

This section describes programmatic activities conducted at WISS other than those
conducted as part of routine environmental monitoring. Environmental program information

discussed in this section includes descriptions of the following:

® Emissions monitoring

* Environmental documentation activities

® Significant environmental activities at the site

* Environmental awareness activities such as employee education programs to help
promote waste minimization at the site, site safety inspections, and employee
training programs

® Self-assessment activities

Information regarding routine environmental surveillance at the site is provided in
Section 3.0.

2.1 PERMIT ACTIVITIES

An application for a stormwater permit was submitted to NJDEPE on
September 30, 1992 (DOE 1992a). Based on the present knowledge of site conditions and
the onsite permitting exemption accorded under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,

Compensation, and Liability Act to sites being remediated, no other permits are required.
2.2 EMISSIONS MONITORING

There were no environmental occurrences or unplanned releases during 1992. No
reports under Section 313 of the Emergency Preparedness and Community Right-to-Know
Act were required. FUSRAP sites were not subject to toxic chemical release reporting
provisions under 40 CFR 372.22 in 1992,

137_0847 (05/24/90) 13



However, FUSRAP evaluates and inventories chemicals used onsite. Small quantities
of chemicals such as nitric acid, isopropy! alcohol, and fuels for maintenance activities are
used at FUSRAP sites for sampling and other purposes. An active material safety data sheet

log and a chemical inventory are maintained onsite.

2.3 ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

A remedial investigation/feasibility study-environmental impact statement (RI/FS-EIS) is
being prepared, and completion is scheduled for 1994. Categorical exclusions under the
National Environmental Policy Act for routine site maintenance and environmental

monitoring were issued (DOE 1992b,c¢).

2.4 SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVITIES

2.4.1 Special Studies

All remaining field work for the WISS RI has been completed, and the RI report is
being prepared along with the FS and baseline risk assessment. These documents will be

used for developing a proposed plan and record of decision for cleanup of the Wayne site.

2.4.2 Environmental Monitoring Changes

The environmental surveillance programs at FUSRAP sites are periodically evaluated
and revised based on individual site conditions, program objectives, and monitoring results.
Revisions can consist of the number of sample collection points, frequency of sample
collection, and parameters analyzed. This section summarizes changes in the WISS
environmental program from 1991 to 1992 (BNI 1991b).

Surface Water and Sediment

The sampling location in the drainage ditch upstream was deleted because it was often

dry. Two sampling locations remain: one upstream and one downstream in Sheffield Brook
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(locations are shown in Section 3.0). The quarterly sampling frequency was reduced to
semiannual sampling, and the number of analytical parameters was reduced because the
concentrations detected were essentially at background levels during the past five years
(BNI 1991).

Groundwater

The scope of the groundwater sampling program was reduced in 1992; the revised
scope included collection of samples from fewer wells (five overburden wells) and reduction
in sampling frequency from quarterly to annually. The samples were analyzed for
concentrations of radionuclides, total metals, volatile and semivolatile organic compounds,

pesticides, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs).

All wells completed in bedrock and four wells completed in the overburden were

deleted from the program. This reduction was based on the following considerations:

* The wells completed in bedrock exhibit artesian conditions. The potentiometric
heads in these wells are above ground surface and are higher than measured water
levels in the unconfined water table. Therefore, vertical gradients are upward from
the bedrock to the upper unconsolidated sediments, which precludes the downward

migration of contaminants to the lower aquifer.

* Based on the groundwater data collected at the site from 1985 through 1990, annual
sample collection from one upgradient well and four downgradient wells completed
in the overburden should provide sufficient coverage of the site for detection

monitoring.

External Gamma Radiation

Only minor changes were made in the sampling locations, which are shown in
Section 3.0. Because of the completeness of existing data, the low contaminant levels found,

and the site inactivity, sampling locations were adjusted (BNI 1991). These changes provide
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for less redundancy in the data collected from these locations and more complete coverage of
the site boundaries.

Radon/Thoron

The sampling locations were changed commensurate with the external gamma radiation

monitoring locations, and the sampling frequency remained quarterly (BNI 1991).

2.4.3 Remedial Actions

No remedial actions were conducted at WISS in 1992, but site characterization activities
were performed to support development of the RI/FS-EIS, which is scheduled for completion
in 1994,

2.5 ENVIRONMENTAL AWARENESS ACTIVITIES

FUSRAP is committed to minimizing the generation of waste at FUSRAP sites and uses
methods for waste minimization including source reduction, material substitution, and
recycling. The development of waste minimization goals, waste generation information, and

a process for continual evaluation of the program are primary elements of this philosophy.

Pollution prevention awareness is promoted and various waste minimization techniques
are implemented as part of continuing employee training and awareness programs to reduce
waste and meet the requirements for quality, safety, and environmental compliance. No
hazardous waste minimization certifications or waste reduction reports for waste generators

were required during this reporting period.

Site workers must complete a 40-h hazardous waste training program before beginning
work and an 8-h refresher program annually thereafter to comply with Occupational Safety
and Health Administration requirements in 29 CFR 1910.120. During their first three days
onsite, workers also attend site-specific training sessions. Additional training includes, but is
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not limited to, fire extinguisher training, respirator training, self-contained breathing

apparatus training, and weekly safety meetings.

Routine safety and security inspections are conducted at the site to ensure that the site is

in good repair and is safe for site workers and the public.
2.6 SELF-ASSESSMENTS

A formalized self-assessment approach for all FUSRAP sites was approved on April 22,
1993, specifically addressing self-assessment activities for the program during the remainder

of fiscal year 1993 and in fiscal year 1994. A self-assessment was conducted in late
December 1992 for WISS. The final report is scheduled for completion in June 1993,
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3.0 MONITORING NETWORKS AND RESULTS

WISS is not un active site and produces no processing effluents. The only possibility
for contamination to be released from the site is through natural migration. The adequacy of
existing monitoring activities is assessed annually, and the results are used to identify any
changes necessary in the program. These may result from changing site conditions, changing
regulatory requirements, or newly identified data needs to support the remedy selection
process being conducted for the site. Additionally, as monitoring data are accumulated,
decisions may be made to adjust monitoring requirements. Future site environmental reports

will reflect these changes.
Environmental monitoring at WISS in 1992 included sampling for:

® Radon and thoron concentrations in air

e External gamma radiation exposure

® Selected inorganic and organic parameters and radium-226, radium-228,
thorium-230, thorium-232, and total uranium concentrations in surface water and
sediment

® Selected inorganic and organic parameters and total uranium, radium-226, and

thorium-232 in groundwater

Readers not familiar with radiation units may benefit
Srom reviewing Appendix B before proceeding.

The monitoring systems included onsite, site boundary, and offsite stations to provide
sufficient information on the potential effects of the site on human health and the
environment. The sampling was conducted in accordance with EPA protocols and NJDEPE
field sampling procedures. The analytical methods performed on the parameters in each
matrix are identified in Appendix C.

137_0047 (05/24/93) 18



This section (3.0) contains the results for each sampling point, annual averages, and
trend information where applicable. The methodology for evaluating the results is provided
in Appendix D. The results are compared with the standards listed in Appendix E.

3.1 AIR MONITORING

3.1.1 Radon/Thoron

One of the potential pathways of radiation exposure from the uranium-238 decay series
is the inhalation of the radioactive gas radon-222 and its associated decay products.
Radon-222 has a short half-life (3.8 days), which is the time it takes for half of the activity to
decay. When the gaseous radon decays, it forms a radioactive particulate (solid) that attaches
itself to very small dust particles that can also be inhaled. Similarly, in the thorium-232
decay series, inhalation of the radioactive gas radon-220 (or thoron) and its associated decay
products is a potential pathway for radiation exposure. The half-life of thoron is very short
(55 seconds), and the associated decay products are also radioactive solids that attach
themselves to particles. Both radon and thoron decay by the emission of alpha particles that
travel only a very short distance in air (about an inch) before losing their energy and ability

to contribute a radiation dose to an individual.

Because radon and thoron are gaseous and subsequently decay to products that attach
themselves to very small, easily dispersible particles, they are very mobile in air and are

diluted and dissipated very quickly in the environment.

Radon and thoron are monitored quarterly at WISS to evaluate compliance with
environmental regulations and to aid in the determination of the potential dose to the
maximally exposed member of the general public. Some locations were changed in 1992 to
provide for more complete coverage of the site boundary; 1991 and 1992 monitoring

locations are shown in Figures 3-1 and 3-2, respectively.
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As shown in Tables 3-1 and 3-2, all monitoring locations yielded annual average results
that were essentially the same as background levels. The trends observed for 1992 and the
preceding five years indicate that none of the average radon boundary levels exceeded the

highest average background level and that thoron levels remained similarly low.
3.1.2 External Gamma Radiation

External gamma radiation exposure rates are measured as part of the routine
environmental surveillance program to confirm that direct radiation from WISS is not
significantly increasing radiation levels above natural background and to ensure compliance

with environmental regulations.

Although the tissue-equivalent thermoluminescent dosimeters (TETLDs) used for
monitoring are state-of-the-art, the dosimeter accuracy is approximately + 10 percent at
exposure rates between 100 and 1,000 mR/yr (1 and 10 mSv/yr) and +25 percent at rates
between 0 and 100 mR/yr (1 mSv/yr).

The external gamma radiation background value is not constant for a given location or
from one location to another, even over a short time, because the value is affected by a
combination of both natural terrestrial and cosmic radiation sources and factors such as the
location of the dosimeter in relation to surface rock outcrops, stone or concrete structures,
and highly mineralized soil. Dosimeters are also influenced by site altitude, annual
barometric pressure cycles, and the occurrence and frequency of solar flare activity
(Eisenbud 1987). Thus, external gamma radiation exposure rates at the boundary could be
less than the background rates measured some distance from the site, or rates onsite could be
lower than at the boundary.

The annual average external gamma radiation exposure rates at WISS in 1992 listed in
Table 3-3 were 170 mR/yr (1.7 mSv/yr) onsite and 13 mR/yr (0.13 mSv/yr) at the fenceline,
not including an average background value of 82 mR/yr (0.82 mSv/yr). The highest reading,
which was at location 12 [170 mR/yr (1.7 mSv/yr)], was approximately twice last year’s
result. Redistribution of drummed waste material that is stored in the building near this

137_6047 (05/24/33) 20



location may have been a contributing factor. This location will be observed closely during
the next year for a further rate increase. Information on public exposure is discussed in

Section 4.0. Locations 11 and 16 are in an area with subsurface contamination (Figure 3-2).

For comparison, Table 3-4 shows the annual average external gamma radiation
exposure rates at the site boundary, in the vicinity of the site, and across the nation. Based
on these data, the thorium-contaminated soil stored at WISS does not present a threat to the
public from external gamma radiation exposure because the rates are so low. In addition,

access to the material is restricted.
3.2 SURFACE WATER AND SEDIMENT
3.2.1 Monitoring Network

Beginning in 1992, surface water and sediment samples were collected semiannually at
locations 5 and 6 (Figure 3-3) and analyzed for radium-226, radium-228, thorium-230,
thorium-232, and total uranium. Surface water samples were also collected and analyzed
annually for the indicator parameters pH, specific conductance, total organic halides (TOX),
and total organic carbon (TOC). Surface water and sediment samples were collected and
analyzed annually for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and fiur the 25 metals listed in
Appendix C, Tables C-1 and C-2.

3.2.2 Surface Water Results

The results for the radiological analysis of surface water in 1992 and the previous five
years are essentially the same as background levels (Table 3-5). The naturally occurring
elements boron, calcium, iron, magnesium, manganese, and sodium were found in surface
water, but there were no unusual findings from the chemical analyses. All results except for

iron were below SDWA MCLs, MCLGs, and New Jersey surface water quality criteria.
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3.2.3 Sediment Results

A trend analysis of data from 1992 and the previous five years (Table 3-6) indicates
that concentrations of radionuclides in sediment have remained stable and are comparable to
background. The TPH concentration was above the detection limit, but this is not unusual

because of the proximity of the sampling location to two heavily traveled roads.
3.3 GROUNDWATER MONITORING

Groundwater monitoring was conducted to detect potential contaminants in the shallow
groundwater and to ensure compliance with environmental regulations. Groundwater

monitoring well locations are shown in Figure 3-4.
3.3.1 Monitoring Well Network

The existing groundwater monitoring network consists of 17 wells. Six well pairs
(WISS-1 through WISS-6) were installed in 1984 and 1985 as part of the DOE environmental
surveillance program; these wells are located along the perimeter of the site and were first
sampled in 1985. Two well pairs and one single well (B37W07, B37W08, and B37W09)
were installed in 1989; these wells, also located along the site perimeter, were initially
sampled in October 1991. Each well pair consists of one well completed in the upper unit of
the unconsolidated sediments and one well completed in the shallow bedrock
[upper 12 m (40 ft)]. The single well (B37W07S) is completed in the lower unit of the
overburden. Wells WISS-1A and WISS-1B (located along the southeastern perimeter) and
B37WO09S and B37W09D (located along the eastern perimeter) are on the upgradient side of
WISS, and the concentrations of the constituents found in these wells are considered baseline
for the property. Depths of wells completed in the overburden range from 4.3 t0 9.8 m
(14 to 32 ft), and depths of wells completed in the bedrock range from 17 to 24.7 m
(56 to 81 ft).

N
N
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Data for 1985 to 1992 are available from DOE'’s ongoing environmental surveillance
program. The standard analyses for the program from 1985 through 1991 included quarterly
analyses for radium-226, radium-228, thorium-232, and total uranium and annual analyses for
organic chemicals. Additional data (including total and dissolved metals and a more
comprehensive suite of radionuclides) were collected from October 1990 through July 1991
as part of the expanded well sampling and analysis for the RI. Based on the results from past
monitoring activities, the scope of the surveillance program was reduced in 1992; samples
were collected from fewer wells annually (rather than quarterly). In June 1992, samples
were collected from five wells completed in the overburden: background well B37W09S and
downgradient wells WISS-3A, WISS-4A, B37W07S, and B37W08S. The samples were
analyzed for radionuclides, total metals, volatile and semivolatile organic compounds,

pesticides, and PCBs.

The groundwater radiological and chemical data in this section are interpreted through
comparative analysis. Radionuclide concentrations are compared with background
concentrations in upgradient wells, with existing EPA Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA)
maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) (40 CFR 141.15, 16), and with DOE derived
concentration guides (DCGs). A DCG is defined as the concentration of a radionuclide in air
or water that, under continuous exposure for one year by one exposure mode (e.g., ingestion
of water or inhalation), would result in an effective dose equivalent of 100 mrem. Chemical
concentrations are compared with the background concentrations in the upgradient wells,
New Jersey Groundwater Quality Standards (NJGQS) for Class II-A groundwater, existing
SDWA MCLs, and SDWA non-zero maximum contaminant level goals (MCLGs).

3.3.2 Resuits

Table 3-7 presents the 1992 results for total uranium, radium-226, and thorium-232,
along with the annual average concentrations of these parameters from 1986 through 1991.
Additional radiological data are presented in Appendix A. These data include concentration
ranges for radium-226, radium-228, total uranium, and thorium-232 from 1985 through 1991
(Table A-1) and the quarterly results from October (fourth quarter) 1990 through June 1992
(Table A-2).
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As shown in Table 3-7, the radiological results for 1992 are low and approximate
background conditions. Historic site data (1985-1991) have shown average annual upgradient
concentrations of radioiogical constituents to be 0.2 X 10° to 3 x 10° uCi/ml (7.4 x 103 to
1.11 x 10" Bq/L) for total uranium, 0.2 X 10° to 1.2 x 10® uCi/ml (7.4 x 103 to
4.4 x 10?2 Bg/L) for radium-226, and 0.1 X 10° to U.5 X 10 xCi/ml (3.7 X 102 to
1.8 x 107 Bq/L) for thorium-232. The data have consistently shown slightly elevated
concentrations of total uranium [from approximately 4 X 10°to 11 X 10 uCi/ml
(1.5 x 10" to 4.1 x 10" Bq/L)] in downgradient well WISS-4A. Average annual
concentraticiiz in samples from the remaining downgradient wells cypically raage from
0.2 x 10°t0 3 x 10? uCi/ml (7.4 x 10° to 1.1 x 10" Bq/L) for total uranium, 0.1 x 10°
to 1.7 x 10° uCi/ml (3.7 x 10% to 6.3 x 10? Bq/L) for radium-226, ar-. 5.1 x 10°
to 2 x 10° uCi/ml (3.7 x 107 to 7.4 x 10? Bq/L) for thorium-232. Elevated
concentrations have been reported but are sporadic. For example, the data reported for
October 1991 included slightly elevated oncentrations of uranium [7.8 X 10° uCi/mi
(2.9 x 10! Bg/L)] in upgradient well WISS-1A, but the average uranium concentration
during 1991 (four quarters) was 3 X 10° uCi/ml (1.] x 10! Bg/L). In addition, the
October 1991 radium-225 results for samples from B37W3~5 and B37W08S exceeded the
SDWA MCL of § X 10° uCi/ml (1.9 x 10" Be/L) for (otal radium; the results from the
1992 analyses for radium-226 in B37W07S and B37WO08S were substantially lower than the
October 1991 results (Table 3-7). These elevated concentrations are sporadic and do not
indicate any areas of significant groundwater contamination. Most analytical results were
comparable to background and were below existing SDWA MCLs; all results were
substantially below their respective DCGs.

The groundwater samples collected during 1992 were analyzed for 25 metals; 9 v ere
detected (Appendix A, Table A-3). These included major ions (calcium, magnesium,
souium, and potassium) and commonly occurring metals (aluminum, boron, iron, manganese,
and lead). The total concentrations of aluminum, iron, and manganese exceeded NJGQS in
th~:e wells (B37WO07S, -537W08S, B37W09S), and the total concentrati- n of lead exceeded
the NJGQS in B37WO07S in samples collected during 1992. The major ion and boron
concentrations reflect baseline conditions of the groundwater in the overburden unit at the

site. Concentrations of aluminum, iron, and manganese show a wide' variation, especially
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the higher concentrations in B37*¥08 ' -~d B37W(09S. Previous results from the groundwater
monitoring program at the site have shown a wide variation between sampling events in
concentrations of total (unfiltered sample) aluminum, iron, and manganese; this variation
probably reflects suspended sediment in the samples. Previous results have shown
concentrations of these metals in the soluble fraction (filtered sample) to be very low or

nondetectable.

Results of metals analyses conducted from October (fourth quarter) 1990 through
June 1992 are presented in Appendix A, Table A-3. As shown, most of the total metal
concentrations are low and less than the relevant standards. Dissolved metals concentrations
are very low or nondetectable. However, elevated concentrations of total metals have been
periodically reported. NJGQS, SDWA MCLs, and SDWA MCLGs for several heavy metals

were exceeded in some samples (predominantly samples from an upgradient well pair) during

the July 1991 sampling event, but concentrations detected in previous and subsequent samples ‘
were significantly lower. Statistical analysis using EPA guidance (EPA 1989) identified the

data from the July 1991 sampling event as an outlier. In summary, the 1992 data are

consistent with historic data and indicate that metals are not present in groundwater at levels

of concern.

The 1992 organic results were consistent with historic results and showed methylene
chloride and phthalates at low concentrations (3 to 18 ug/L). These compounds are typically
associated with sample collection and laboratery analytical pro:edures and equipment.
Trichloroethene in B37WO08S was reported at an estimated concentration of 3 ug/L, which is
below the SDWA MCL of 5 ug/L but above the NJGQS of 1 ug/L. No other volatile or
semivolatile organic compounds were detected. Pesticides and PCBs were not detected. The
results of these analyses do not indicate the presence of organic, pesticide, or PCB

contamination in the groundwater.

Summary

Based on the analytical results from 1985 through 1992, there is no indication of

significant levels of contaminants (radioactive, inorg 2nic, or organic) in the groundwater at
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WISS. Analytical results for downgradient well WISS-4A have consistently shown slightly
elevated concentrations of total uranium [from approximately 4 X 10° to 11 X 10® xCi/ml
(1.5 x 10" to 4.1 X 10" Bg/L)]. Aluminum, iron, and manganese typically show a wide
variation in concentrations; however, the concentrations do not indicate contamination and are
not considered a result of previous or current site activities. Heavy metals concentrations are
generally low or not detectable. Sporadic elevated concentrations of radionuclides and total
metals have been reported, but there is no indication of extensive contamination. Results of
organics, pesticides, and PCB analyses show no evidence of contamination in the

groundwater by these compounds.
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FIGURES FOR SECTION 3.0




(L661) SSIM 1e suonedo buuoyuopn
L-€ ainbi-

uoljeipey BWWEEL) [eUIB)X3 PUE uoIoy | /uopey

NOQ 60038EY (€I

1334 0t 64
o
SH31In OF ol
Wi

HILTD JswNlvdd
NS ANTLLIR]

AQVONIGE 41434084
GHENTLIG

COIM 40 1Sv3 IN € ADILVANIROHLSY
‘HITv3H 40 INININVEIT ML Qv S
$1-SSIN NOITLVI0T ONNGE)H)VE
S51M 40

PSI I L TOV0y 3WGOONINYY S HD
INVId INIWIVIEL HILVM INATM 3HL
IV ST v NOELIVIDT QunCa 4596

NOLIVIOT ONTH0 L INON

L5

HidON SSIN

—_

S3I0K

081013

-\
.
m ’ia/ —
-~
X,
\.I/. ~  ___ —
/Illl / l:lll :lli//.:rlil:
~ / ~ —@.

051013
021013
060013
090013

IN101ING
Qyv4 Sng

14
JIVH0IS

0£0013

000013

Gv0y 390[Y Xv0 XOvI8

01663

0r663

avepn

026vH

0005

CEQSH

G905

0606H

GZIGH

0515

29



(2661) SSIM 1e suoneao BuLojuopw

uojjelpey Bwwew) [euia}x3 pue uoJoy | /uopey

- ainbi4

NOQ 800 48ty Lyl

ls s s 5 3
3 3 S = S
1334 15 %9 0
WI}I‘)TJ'[‘I&
SHILIN O 6 0
11923
0D
cc
| 25
© —<
—
— z3
- =i
[ . 7]
; @\ / f 8¢l
HILED TVNIYAD — e .\ ) 9
[
JION3J ONLLSIX3 A— \ \ \

AGVANNO3 A 14 1d04d

niQling

‘HIT93H 30 ININIYYJI0 ML 1V S
v1-SSIN NOTIVIDT ONNOYIAIVE

SSIM 10 /

IS OIN 570 “uvod IWJUNINGY 4 NO
LNV INJALVIEL 431VM 3NAvM Bl
1V ST vl NOLLYI0T QNNCYD 40vE

[ 4

SSIN 30 153 [N € ATILVNIXGHIAY \
[
!

14

TAND SHOT 3130
NOHOHL/NCOVH SNIVINOD & NOTIVI0T

NOTIVIOT INTJO ) INGH

+310N

39vH01S

4
/ .
/ _
\\
/ \
N / X Wi
e 4 - ~——
‘mWw\ b Illlll ¢ ./////u ™~ — .
& ~. o~ -
=] ~. \- N T
hw.w;, - I/ s\ ~. /n/ x
R E: - N~ ®__
\ /ll \ IIIINI
/(\ /lllm —

0£0013

000013

av0d 3901Y %v0 Xav1g

01663

00663

0P6IN

0LEON

000SN

0E0SH

090SM

0605n

0CISN

30

o



SSIM e suoneodo buydwes Juswipag pue I18jep\ 8deung
€-¢ ainbi4

NJQ°01048¢d LE1

[hal rm ~ ™ [aal ™ ™m u M
a o =y o = o p=Y 1 o
& E E B E E 5 E 2
. C (=] (=] [~ o (=] «Q (=)
1334 cw_ Im_w!--l - ey
CuilIn OF 02 0
W3
_ 0L6PN

IN[GINg
Qyv4 SN

/ \ / e e T

|
/ ] /
"I Jovnlva) - - \ :
[]
IS NLISIAT e \. f —
YVONRCE A1d 34044 —— ) \5.1
( ’ { 5 QE0SN
swigung [ ] | [N
J \ gy S—
b1 300138 KULLVIOT GNETdavs AV \ ! —
CEel N NDTLTI0T INDanwS
v ! \ \ =
/ i 5
! 3114 o 963N
\. 1VH0IS =
H ) -
.. o ilE
=
E
060SN
0z15N
=
S
3
T
065N

31




aAljoeOipEY 5_ vmhoﬁ_ooz SIETTY ‘(_Qmmﬁc:ouw JO suoieo0
p-¢ aunbi4

N3Q°900 364 LE1

\u —Ya H H ™ ™ ™ ™ ™
A e E : E E
1334 0€1 49 0 e 3 3 3 G S
—- I* OrspN
SHIL ;M Oy 02 0
35
_ @
[ gy oy
-.“.F.._ ~
O < S
_— WM OLEwN
4 e . =i
\- \ Py O<— SHIM \\ ﬁ\
‘ £ 61-SSIa . —
[
\ \ ) \ b\lqlllllll!
WILIQ 19VKIVED - ! . / ssin _ TR
INISONIISIKY e \ ’ g-ssik & 1
- X
AYYONIOB AIH3IdDEd  ——m— \ \ T ‘
onfoune [ ] ~!
Cebl NL O3S 1T B .\ \ 0Eoon
[
S113M d3i0 ®50-SSn \ H
( ]
NN KO TWHS Oy csn ! \ \ o
H >
.\ §oRzc 3114 = .
o [1-23RLE TS
Yacomssy @ \ J0VHOLS g
/ ! =
] . =]
/ | 2
~re x [=]
] S E
\ /* .\ 3605n
\ \ 080 8]
/ H ‘
\\
/ RN ﬁplr,))
v 57
& .\ N~ oSS 2k
~ L3 S~ c/ -~ mv SSIN
~d wn -, T
.% “ /Il ) “// T~ L
Y = ~-. 89-SSIA J..\. N
A E ~ FV9-SSIR ™~ .
< ~ VS-SSIN —
-~ O®gs-sgin L i
RS

>~
~o — - - !
~J = ——— ;
T~

32



"

TABLES FOR SECTION 3.0



Table 3-1
Trend Analysis for Radon Concentrations*®
at WISS, 1987-1992

Page 1 of 2
Average Annual Average Annual
Sampling Concentration Concentration
Location® 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992
(Concentrations are in 10" pCi/ml)
Fenceline
1 0.6 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.7 0.4
2 0.9 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.3
3 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.3 0.8 0.3
4 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.4
5 0.8 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.4
6 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.7 0.4
7 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.5 2 0.3
9 1.3 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.3
114 -- - -- 0.7 0.7 0.3
15° -- -- -- -- -- 0.4
16° -- - - - - 0.3
Onsite
12¢ -- - -- 0.4 0.8 0.4
Quality Control
8 0.5 0.3 0.4 0.4 2 0.3
Background
MISS-148 1.8 0.3 0.6 0.3 0.4 --
14* -- -- 0.7 0.5 1.0 0.4
MISS-26' -- -- -- - -- 0.3

Source for 1987-1991 data: BNI 1992b.

*1 X 10® pCi/ml = 1 pCi/L = 0.037 Bq/L. The DOE DCG for radon-222 is
3.0 X 10® uCi/ml.
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Table 3-1
(continued)
Page 2 of 2

*Measured background has not been subtracted from the fenceline and onsite
readings.

‘Sampling locations are shown in Figures 3-1 and 3-2.
‘Added to environmental surveillance program in 1990.
*Added to environmental surveillance program in 1992.
fQuality control for station 7.

tLocated at the Departmént of Health in Paterson, N.J., approximately 4.8 km
(3 mi) east of WISS; deleted from program on June 30, 1992.

*Located at Water Treatment Plant in Wayne, approximately 1.6 km (1 mi) west of
WISS; established in January 1989.

‘Located at 100 Fair Street, Paterson, N.J., approximately 8 km (5 mi) west of
WISS; established on June 30, 1992. The average concentration is based on
6 months of monitoring,
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Table 3-2
Average Thoron Concentrations*®
at WISS, 1991-1992

Page 1 of 2

Sampling Average

Location® 1991 1992

(Concentrations are in 10? pCi/ml)

Fenceline
1 0.3 0.2
2 0.6 0.2
3 0.1 0.1
4 0.2 d
5 6 0.1
6 0.6 d
7 0.1 0.1
9 0.1 0.1
11 2 0.4
15¢ - 0.5
16° - 0.4
Onsite
12 0.5 0.1
Quality Control
8f 0.5 d
Background
MISS-148 d d
14t 0.6 d
MISS-26 - d

Source for 1991 data: BNI 1992b.
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Table 3-2
(continued)

Page 2 of 2

‘l X 10° uCi/ml = 1 pCi/L = 0.037 Bq/L.
The DCG for thoron is being assessed by
DOE; until this review has been completed
and new guidelines have been issued, the
DCG for radon (3.0 X 10" uCi/ml) can be
used for comparison.

*Measured background has not been

~ subtracted from the fenceline and onsite
readings. 1991 was first full year for
thoron monitoring.

‘Sampling locations are shown in Figures 3-1
and 3-2,

“Thoron level was undetectable.

°Added to environmental surveillance
program in 1992,

'Quality control for station 7.

tLocated at the Department of Health in
Paterson, N.J., approximately 4.8 km
(3 mi) east of WISS; deleted from
program on June 30, 1992.

*Located at the Water Treatment Plant in
Wayne, approximately 1.6 km (1 mi) west
of WISS.

‘Located at 100 Fair Street, Paterson, N.J.,
approximately 8 km (5 mi) west of WISS;
established on June 30, 1992,
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Table 3-3

! Trend Analysis for External Gamma Radiation Exposure Rates*

l at WISS, 1987-1992

l Page 1 of 2
r Average Annual Average Annual
: Sampling Rates Rates
Location® 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992
(Exposure rates are in mR/yr)
Fenceline (measured background subtracted)®
1 28 28 8 10 0 12
2 27 23 6 4 0 9
3 29 13 d 2 0 2
4 18 10 d d 0 -5
5 18 5 d 1 0 -4
6 22 10 1 2 0 0
7 45 15 1 2 0 1
9 38 22 2 2 0 2
11° -- -- -- 67 47 62
15 - -- -- -- -- 15
16f - -- -- -- -- 51
, Onsite (measured background subtracted)®
10 -- -- -- 64 57 --
12¢ -~ - -- 69 84 170
Background
MISS-14¢ 58 78 63 63 77 --
14* -- -- 94 95 109 82
MISS-26' - -- -- - -- 109

Source for 1987-1991 data: BNI 1992b.

*The DOE guideline is 100 mrem/yr above background.
1 mR = 1 mrem = 0.01 mSv.

bSampling locations are shown in Figures 3-1 and 3-2.
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Table 3-3
(continued)
Page 2 of 2

“Measured background has been subtracted from fenceline and onsite readings.
‘Measurement is not distinguishable from the average annual background rate.
‘Added to environmental surveillanc program in 1990.
Added to envirormental surveillance program in 1992.

!Located at the Department of Health in Paterson, N.J., approximately 4.8 km
(3 mi) east of WISS; deleted from program on June 30, 1992.

*Located at the Water Treatment Plant in Wayne, approximately 1.6 km (1 mi) west
of WISS; established in January 1989.

‘Located at 100 Fair Street, Paterson, N.J., approximately 8 km (5 mi) west of
WISS; established on June 30, 1992,

JExposure rate is estimated based on six months of monitoring.
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137_0047 (05/24/93)

Table 3-4
External Gamma Radiation Exposure Rates

for Comparison

Average
Location {mR/yr)
Site boundary (1992) 95
Site vicinity (i.e., background 82
in the Wayne area) (1992)
U.S. background* 103
Grand Central Station® 525
Statue of Liberty base® 325

*Shleien 1989.

*Appendix B.
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Table 3-5

Trend Analysis for Concentrations™® of Total Uranium, Radium-226,
Radium-228, Thorium-230, and Thorium-232 in Surface Water

in the Vicinity of WISS, 1987-1992

Page 1 of 2
Average Annual Annual
Sampling Concentration ___Concentration
Location® 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992
(Concentrations are in 10° upCi/ml)
Total Uranium’
5 34 4 5 2.8 2 0.6
6? 3.4 5 5 2.7 2 0.2
Radium-226
5 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.2 0.3
6 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.3
Radium-228¢
5 - - - - 2 0.6
6 - - - - 1 0.6
Thorium-230"%
5 - - - - - 0.3
6 - - - - - 0.2
Thorium-232
5 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.1
6 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1

Source for 1987-1991 data: BNI 1992b.

*1 X 10° uCi/ml = 1 pCi/L = 0.037 Bq/L. The DCGs for total uranium,
radium-226, radium-228, thorium-230, and thorium-232 are 600 X 10%,
100 x 10°, 100 x 10% 300 x 10, and 50 X 10° uCi/ml, respectively.
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Table 3-5
(continued)
Page 2 of 2

®Measured background has not been subtracted.
°Sampling locations are shown in Figure 3-3.

Background sampling location in Sheffield Brook, upstream of the site drainage
ditch discharge point.

*Analysis began in 1991.

fTotal uranium concentrations were determined by fluorometric analysis during 1987
through 1990 and the first three quarters of 1991 and by kinetic phosphorescence
analysis during the fourth quarter of 1991 and in 1992.

tAnalysis began in 1992,
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Table 3-6
Trend Analysis for Concentrations™® of Total Uranium, Radium-226,
Radium-228, Thorium-230, and Thorium-232 in Sediment in
the Vicinity of WISS, 1987-1992

Page 1 of 2
Average Annual Annual
Sampling Concentration —Concentration _
Location® 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992
(Concentrations are in pCi/g)
Total Uranium
5 1.2 1 1.1 1 2.2 2.5
6 1 0.9 1 1 2.9 2.4
Radium-226
5 0.5 0.4 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.5
6 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.6
Radium-228°
5 - - - - 2.4 0.9
6 - - - - 1.3 1.4
Thorium-230'
5 - - - - - 1.7
6 - - - - - 0.7
Thorium-232
5 0.6 0.7 0.8 1 0.9 0.6
6 0.3 0.5 0.4 0.8 0.9 1.1

Source for 1987-1991 data: BNI 1992b.

*1 pCi/g = 0.037 Bq/g. The FUSRAP soil concentration guideline for radium and
thorium is 5 pCi/g above background. No guideline has been established for total
uranium.
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Table 3-6
(continued)
Page 2 of 2

*Measured background has not been subtracted.
‘Sampling locations are shown in Figure 3-3.

4Background sampling location in Sheffield Brook, upstream of the site drainage
ditch discharge point.

*Analysis began in 1991.

fAnalysis began in 1992.

137_0047 (05/24/93) 45
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Table 3-7
Trend Analysis for Concentrations™® of Total Uranium, Radium-226, and
Thorium-232 in Groundwater at WISS, 1936-1992

Page 1 of 2
Sampling Average Annual Concentration
Location® 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991¢ 1992¢
(Concentrations are in 10” pCi/ml)
Total Uranium’
WISS-1A* 0.8 1.2 1.6 1.5 2 3 --b
WISS-1B® 0.2 0.5 1.1 1.0 2 2 --
WISS-2A 0.4 1.4 33 2.3 3 3 --
WISS-2B 0.6 1.1 2.0 1.8 3 3 --
WISS-3A 0.8 1.1 2.1 2.3 3 5 2.2
WISS-3B 0.2 0.7 1.7 1.9 3 3 --
WISS-4A 4.7 4.6 8.3 6.3 5 10.6 3.6
WISS-4B 0.4 0.9 1.0 1.4 2 3 --
WISS-5A 1.1 1.5 2.2 1.9 3 3 --
WISS-5B 0.5 1.2 1.5 1.2 3 3 --
WISS-6A 0.6 4.3 1.6 1.4 3 3 --
WISS-6B 0.7 1.2 2.0 1.8 3 5 --
B37W07S -- -- -- -- -- 1.8 0.8
B37wWO08S -- -~ -- -- -- 3.1 0.8
B37wW08D -- -- -- -- -- 0.8 -
B37WO09S¢ -- -- ~- -- -- 1.7 0.3
B37W09D# - -- -- -- -- 0.5 -
Radium-226
WISS-1A8 0.7 0.3 1.0 1.2 0.4 0.4 --
WISS-1B¢ 0.4 0.4 0.8 1.2 0.3 0.2 --
WISS-2A 0.1 0.4 1.3 1.7 0.6 1.5 --
WISS-2B 0.5 0.4 1.1 1.1 0.6 04 -
WISS-3A 0.4 0.4 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.3 0.2
WISS-3B 0.5 0.4 1.0 0.9 0.6 0.4 --
WISS-4A 0.4 0.2 0.8 0.9 0.4 0.4 0.8
WISS-4B 0.2 0.3 1.0 0.8 0.3 0.3 --
WISS-5A 0.4 0.3 1.0 0.8 0.4 0.2 -
WISS-5B 0.4 0.3 0.9 1.0 0.2 0.4 --
WISS-6A 0.3 0.4 1.0 0.9 0.6 0.4 --
WISS-6B 0.6 0.3 1.0 0.9 0.3 0.3 -~
B37WO07S -- -- -- -- -- 15.3 0.2
B37W08S -- - -- -- -- 11.3 0.5

137_0047 (05/24/93)
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Table 3-7

(continued)

Page 2 of 2
Sampling Average Annual Concentration
Location® 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 19914 1992¢
B37W08D - -- - -- -- 0.7 --
B37W09S¢ - -- - - - 0.4 0.2
B37W09D# - -- - -- -- 0.1 --

Thorium-232
WISS-1As 0.1 0.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.5 -
WISS-1B¢ 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.3 --
WISS-2A 0.1 0.1 1 0.5 0.2 2 -
WISS-2B 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.3 --
WISS-3A 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.8 <0.10
WISS-3B 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 --
WISS-4A 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2
WISS-4B 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 --
WISS-5A 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 -
WISS-5B 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 -
WISS-6A 0.1 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 -
WISS-6B 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 --
B37W07S -- -- -- -- -- 0.9 <0.3
B37W08S -- -- -- -- -- <0.5 <0.1
B37W08D - -- -- -- -- <0.17 -
B37W09S# - - -- -- -- <1.6 <0.3
B37W09D# -- -- -- -- - <0.1 --

Source for 1986-1991 data: BNI 1992b.

'l x 10® uCi/ml = 1 pCi/L = 0.037 Bq/L. The DOE guidelines for total uranium,
radium-226, and thorium-232 are 600 x 10°, 100 X 10®, and 50 X 10® uCi/ml,

respectively.

®Measured background has not been subtracted.
‘Sampling locations are shown in Figure 3-4.
‘B37W series wells were sampled one time during 1991.

°1992 concentrations reflect results from one sampling event.

Total uranium concentrations were determined by fluorometric analysis during 1986
through 1990 and the first three quarters of 1991 and by kinetic phosphorescence analysis
during the fourth quarter of 1991 and in 1992.

fUpgradient, background well.
b-- = No sample collected.

137_0047 (05/24/93)
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4.0 ESTIMATED DOSE

The information in Section 3.0 was evaluated as described in Appendix F to estimate
the hypothetical radiation doses to the general public and to a maximally exposed individual
from the radioactive material at WISS. This material consists primarily of thorium-
contaminated soil from commercial processing of monazite sand from 1948 to 1971. This
sand is a naturally occurring material containing primarily isotopes of thorium, radium, and

uranium.

To assess the potential health effects from the materials stored at WISS, internal and
external radiation exposures were considered for the maximally exposed individual and the
general public within 80 km (50 mi) of the site.

Doses can come from either external or internal exposures. Exposures to radiation
from radionuclides outside the body are called external exposures; exposures to radiation
from radionuclides deposited inside the body are called internal exposures. The distinction is
important because external exposures occur only when a person is near the external radiation

source, but internal exposures continue as long as the radionuclides reside in the body.

External exposure results from direct gamma radiation exposure from the radioactive
materials in the storage pile and in surface and subsurface soils at the site. External exposure
is determined by calculations performed on data obtained from the TETLD monitoring

program.

To determine internal exposures to the maximally exposed individual and the general
population within 80 km (50 mi), realistic and complete pathways by which radioactive
materials could enter individuals must be identified. A complete internal exposure pathway

must contain each of the following elements:

* A contaminant source and a mechanism by which the contaminant is released into

the environment

137_0047 (5/24/53) 48



* An environmental transport mechanism (i.e., a mechanism that disperses the
contaminant into the surrounding environment)

® A location where human contact (a human receptor) with the contaminant is
possible

® A route of entry that would enable the contaminant to enter the human receptor’s
body

If any of these four elements are not present, or could not conceivably be present in the
future, the exposure pathway is not considered realistic, and no evaluation of exposure from
this pathway is performed. Because of the inaccessibility of the contaminated material at the
site and the lack of a drinking water well influenced by the site, the only complete exposure
pathways would be from direct gamma radiation and from radon and thoron (and their
associated decay products). These pathways would be the only contributors to the potential
dose to the maximally exposed individual. All doses presented in this section are estimated

and do not represent actual doses. A summary is provided in Table 4-1.

4.1 MAXIMALLY EXPOSED INDIVIDUAL

4.1.1 Direct Gamma Radiation Pathway

Monitoring data show that the highest external gamma radiation level at the site
boundary is along the southern fence. The adjacent property is occupied by a school bus
storage and maintenance facility. The nearest bus maintenance facility with any occupancy
other than incidental is a shop about 91 m (300 ft) from the fence. The dose for a maximally
exposed individual was calculated using a scenario that was chosen to illustrate the low risk.
An individual working 40 h per week in the maintenance shop about 91 m (300 ft) from the

fence for a year would receive no exposure attributable to WISS.

4.1.2 Drinking Water Pathway

Only one water pathway, either groundwater or surface water, is used to determine the
committed dose to the maximally exposed individual. This individual would obtain

137_0047 (05/24/53) 49




100 percent of his or her drinking water from either surface water or groundwater in the
vicinity of the site. Concentrations of total uranium, radium-226, and thorium-232 in
groundwater, Sheffield Brook, and Pompton River are compared with DOE standards
(DCGs). These standards reflect the concentration of a radionuclide in water that, if ingested
for one year, would result in an effective dose equivalent of 100 mrem (1 mSv). All of the
radionuclides were well below these standards and comparable to normal background levels;
therefore, the dose contribution of these radionuclides from these sources to the individual is

negligible.
4.1.3 Air Pathway (Ingestion, Air Immersion, Inhalation)

A conservative dose to the maximally exposed individual was calculated using the
assumption that the individual works within 91 m (300 ft) of the site. Air doses determined
using EPA’s Clean Air Act Assessment Package-1988 (CAP88) PC computer model were
found to be negligible.

4.1.4 Total Dose

The total dose for the maximally exposed individual is the sum of the 50-year
committed effective dose equivalent and the external effective dose equivalent, based on the
total from all pathways. The data demonstrate that the total dose would not be different from
natural background levels.

4.2 GENERAL POPULATION

The collective dose that the general population living within 80 km (50 mi) of the site

would receive was considered as described in the following subsections.
4.2.1 Direct Gamma Radiation Pathway

Distance from the site to the nearest residential areas and the presence of intervening

structures reduce direct gamma radiation exposure from WISS. Because of this additional

137_6047 (05/24/93) 50



shielding and the low dose calculated for the maximally exposed individual, it is reasonable
to assume that there is no detectable gamma radiation exposure to the general public above

variations in the normal background levels.

4.2.2 Drinking Water Pathway

Because radionuclide concentrations in groundwater and surface water are essentially
the same as background levels and because the maximally exposed individual would receive
no significant dose commitment from radionuclides in drinking water, it is reasonable to

assume that the general public would not receive a committed dose in drinking water.

4.2.3 Air Pathway

The CAP88-PC model provides an effective dose equivalent for contaminants
transported via the atmospheric pathway at different distances from the site. Using these
effective dose equivalents and the population density, the collective dose for the general
population within 80 km (50 mi) of the site was calculated to be negligible compared with the

dose from natural background.

4.2.4 Total Population Dose

The total population dose listed in Table 4-1 is the sum of the doses from all exposure
pathways. The collective population dose calculated for WISS is negligible when compared
with the collective population dose caused by natural background gamma radiation in the area
[8.2 X 10° person-rem/yr (8.2 X 10° person-Sv/yr)] for the same population within 80 km
(50 mi) of WISS.
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TABLE FOR SECTION 4.0



Table 4-1
Summary of Calculated Doses* for WISS, 1992

Dose for Collective Dose for
Maximally Exposed Population Within 80 km
Individual of Site
Exposure Pathway (mrem/yr)® (person-rem/yr)®
Direct gamma radiation® --¢ --¢
Drinking water --° --°
Inhalation 1.03 x 103 20
Total' -4 _.d
Background® 82 8.2 x 10°®

*Does not include radon.

*1 mrem/yr = 0.01 mSv/yr; 1 person-rem/yr = 0.01 person-Sv/yr.
‘Does not include contribution from natural background.
Exposures from this pathway are negligible.

°No realistic pathway.

fThe DOE guideline for total exposure to an individual is 100 mrem/yr above
background (DOE 1990).

tDirect gamma radiation exposure only.

bCalculated by the following: (82 mrem/yr) (10 X 10° people).
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5.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section summarizes the quality assurance (QA) assessment of environmental
activities, which were conducted to ensure that onsite contamination does not pose a threat to
human health or the environment. Using wiis criterion, the overall project data quality
objective (DQO) for the environmental surveillance program is to provide data of sufficient
quality to allow reliable detection and quantitation of a potential release of contaminated
material from the site. The DQO requirer.ents are assessed annually during review of the
environmental monitoring plan (BNI 16v1) and are updated on the basis of historical

irformation, trends identified, a..d changes in environmental regulations.
5.2 PROCEDURES

The Quality Assurance Program Plan for the U.S. DOE FUSRAP (BNI 1992a)
addresses the qua’ y requirements for work being performed under FUSRAP. This plan
requires all subcontractors to implement a compatible plan for QA or use the DOE plan.
This is done to ensure compatibility with all requirements to maintain protection of human

health and the environment.

Q A procedures are detailed in project procedures and project instructions and are
implemented for al: field activities. Sampling techniques are derived from several
documents, including A Compendium of Superfund Field Operations Methods (EPA 1987) and
the EPA Region IT QA manual. Laboratory QA procedures are derived from applicable EPA
methods to ensure compatibility of the results. Also, activities such as data reviews,
calculation checks, and data evaluations are incorporated into procedures to monitor results

and prevent or identify quality problems.
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5.3 QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

QA/quality control (QC) activities are an integral part of all environmental monitoring
activities at the site. The specific methods, definitions, and formulas used to evaluate the
QA/QC program are described in the Quality Assurance Document for Site Environmental
Reports (BNI 1993). This document also discusses, in detail, the precision, accuracy,
representativeness, comparability, and completeness (PARCC) parameters. For informational
purposes, brief definitions or explanations will be given throughout this section for terms and

processes used during the QA/QC evaluation.

The QA/QC program satisfies the requirements of DOE Orders 5400.1, 5400.5, and
5700.6C (DOE 1988, 1990, 1991). The programmatic controls in place for the

environmental surveillance program are discussed in project instruction guides.
5.3.1 Data Usability

To determine data usability, a verification process is used that evaluates items such as
holding times and results for method blanks, spike recoveries, and duplicates. This
information is then used to verify whether the data are of sufficient quality to provide a basis
for making decisions about the site. During this process, two qualifiers are used if there is
any question concerning data usability: 1) "J" - the data result is estimated and should be
used with discretion, and 2) "R" - the data result is rejected and should not be used.

The data are then evaluated using the PARCC parameters to determine whether there is
enough information to make decisions concerning the site. Any major problems encountered

are documented as nonconformances and are tracked to ensure correction.

The results of the PARCC evaluation are presented as a percentage that met

requirements. The formula used is:
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number of results that met requirements
total number of results

x 100 = percent acceptable

For Tables 5-1 and 5-2, a generic 80 percent was used as an acceptable level; evaluation
criteria are discussed in Subsections 5.3.2 and 5.3.3. Representativeness and comparability
cannot have a percentage applied; see Subsections 5.3.4 and 5.3.5 for definitions and

discussions about the use of these two parameters.

5.3.2 Precision

Precision is defined as a measurement of the agreement of a set of replicate results
among themselves without assumption of any prior information about the true result.
Precision is assessed through the use of duplicate results or matrix spike (MS) and matrix
spike duplicate (MSD) results. MSs and MSDs are usually used with organic analytes;
inorganic analytes are generally run as a true duplicate and a single MS. Field duplicates are
also used to assess field precision and are presented separately from the laboratory duplicates.
EPA method limits are used to assess the results for both field and laboratory results.

Table 5-1 shows the results of the laboratory precision evaluation. All results met the
requirements for acceptability except for pesticides and PCBs. The recovery of MS sample
results was at the bottom of the acceptable EPA range of limits, but the MSD results were at
the upper end of the range. When the results were compared, the precision calculation failed

the limits.

Table 5-2 provides results for field duplicates. Metals and TOX failed the acceptable
levels. Precision for semivolatiles, volatiles, and pesticides and PCBs was not calculated

because there were no positive values for the samples.
For TOX, there were two sets of duplicates. The first set failed the limits, and the

second set passed the limits. Therefore, the final acceptable level was 50 percent. Many of
the metals failed because of the nonhomogeneity of the sediment in the duplicates.
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Table 5-3 gives the results for the laboratory radiochemical duplicates. Results for
radium-226 failed the generic 80 percent level. EPA does not give a limit for radiochemical
precision as it does for chemicals. However, because 75 percent of the precision results are
acceptable, there should be no major impact on the data. The use of 20 percent relative
percent difference (RPD) for radiochemical duplicates was derived from Laboratory Data
Validation Functional Guidelines for Evaluating Inorganic Analyses (EPA 1988).

5.3.3 Accuracy

Accuracy is defined as the nearness of a result or the mean of a set of results to the
true, known, or reference value. Accuracy can be determined through the use of standard

reference materials, MSs, laboratory control samples, and surrogate spikes.

Table 5-4 gives the results for the chemical spikes; all categories were above the
80 percent level. Radiological spikes were all within criteria. Associated results are given in
Table 5-5. The use of recovery windows of 75 to 125 percent for radiological spikes was
derived from Laboratory Data Validation Functional Guidelines for Evaluating Inorganic
Analyses (EPA 1988).

5.3.4 Representativeness

Field sampling and laboratory analytical representativeness expresses the degree to
which the data accurately and precisely represent the matrix from which the samples were
obtained. Representativeness generally expresses the extent to which the data generated

define an environmental condition.

To ensure field sampling representativeness, several controls were used during
sampling, including the use of dedicated sampling equipment and trip blanks for volatiles.
The dedicated equipment ensures that no cross-contamination occurs between sampling
locations. The trip blank for volatiles monitors for contamination from the time of sampling

through the time of analysis.
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To ensure representativeness in the laboratory, constraints are placed on analytical
methodology. Methcd blanks are prepared with each parameter analyzed, both organic and
inorganic, with an associated frequency of 1 per batch of no more than 20 samples. The
method (or preparation) blank is used to determine whether contaminants that could have an
impact on the samples associated with that method blank are present in the laboratory. The

presence of contaminants can indicate the possibility for false positive results.

False negative results can also be reduced through the use of sample preservatives and
holding times. All samples were preserved at the time of sampling by adding required
chemicals and/or by refrigeration. The use of preservation limits biological and chemical

degradation that would bias sample results.

Tables 5-6 and 5-7 list the contaminants and concentrations for laboratory method
blanks and trip blanks. The contamination detected was caused by common laboratory
contaminants. EPA has recognized certain analytes as being present in the laboratory and
expects some contamination. The rules governing these contaminants allow up to five times
the quantitation limit of the analytes. The results were below this requirement and do not

pose any problems.
5.3.5 Comparability’

Comparability expresses the confidence with which data are compared with each other,
taking into account the use of equivalent instrumentation and methodology. The laboratories
follow approved procedures that are consistent with industry-accepted practices, and

comparability is maintained.
5.3.6 Completeness

Completeness measures the usable data resulting from the data collection activities
compared with the total data possible. For environmental monitoring, all samples were taken
as required in the instruction guide for usability, giving a sampling completeness of
100 percent. As defined in Subsection 5.3.1, usable data are those that have no qualifiers
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leading to rejection. Table 5-8 summarizes the usability rate for all analytes. All analytes,
except for TOX, met the completeness goal. The failure of TOX results is considered
borderline and should not affect the overall assessment of the data because no chemical
analytical results for volatile organics (the analytes covered by the TOX analysis) were
rejected.

5.3.7 Interlaboratory Programs

The radiochemistry laboratory participates in the Environmental Measurements
Laboratory’s Quality Assessment Program, EPA’s Cross Check Program, and the Nuclear
Fuel Services’ Interlab Quality Control Comparison. The chemical laboratory participates in
EPA'’s water supply and water pollution programs and analyzes quarterly single-blind samples
submitted by FUSRAP. Results for these programs are submitted to FUSRAP. Repeated
failure of an analyte for consecutive periods results in the suspension of that analyte until
corrective actions have been taken. Table 5-9 provides the radiochemistry laboratory results
from the DOE Quality Assessment Program. Table 5-10 gives the results from the EPA

Intercomparison Program.
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Table 5-1
Results for Chemical Laboratory Duplicates

Parameters Percent Acceptable =~ Meets Established DQOs
Metals 95 Yes
TOX 100 Yes
TOC 100 Yes
TPH 100 Yes
Volatiles 100 Yes
Semivolatiles 82 Yes
Pesticides/PCBs 17 No
Table 5-2

Results for Field Duplicates®

Parameters Percent Acceptable Meets Established DQOs
Metals 69 No
Semivolatiles NCb NC
Volatiles NC NC
Pesticides NC NC
TOC 100 Yes
TOX 50 No
TPH 100 Yes
Radium-226 100 Yes
Radium-228 100 Yes
Thorium-230 80 Yes
Thorium-232 100 Yes
Total uranium 100 Yes

*Acceptability based on a 20 percent RPD for radiological analytes.

®NC = not calculated because all duplicate concentrations were
nondetectable.
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Table 5-3
Results for Radiechemical Laboratory Duplicates®

Parameters Percent Acceptable Meets Established DQOs
Radium-226 75 No
Radium-228 100 Yes
Thorium-230 100 Yes
Thorium-232 100 Yes
Total uranium 100 Yes

*Acceptability based on a 20 percent RPD.

Table 5-4

Results for Chemical Spike Recoveries

Parameters Percent Acceptable Meets Established DQOs
Metals 87 Yes
TOX 100 Yes
TOC 100 Yes
TPH 100 Yes
Volatiles 100 Yes
Semivolatiles 91 Yes
Pesticides/PCBs 92 Yes
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Table 5-5
Resuits for Radiological Spike Recoveries

Parameters Percent Acceptable Meets Established DQOs
Radium-226 100 Yes
Radium-228 100 Yes
Thorium-230 100 Yes
Thorium-232 100 Yes
Total uranium 100 Yes

*Acceptability based on a 75 to 125 percent recovery.

Table 5-6
Results for Laboratory Blanks

Analyte Concentration

Acetone 2 ug/L

bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 31 ug/L

Di-n-butylphthalate 7 ug/L

Diethylphthalate 2 pg/L

Methylene chloride 7 ug/L
Table §-7

Results for Trip Blanks

Analyte Concentration

Methylene chloride 8 ug/L
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Table 5-8

Usability Rates for Each Analyte

Page 1 of 5

Meets Established
Parameters Percent Acceptable DQOs
Metals
Aluminum 100 Yes
Antimony 100 Yes
Arsenic 100 Yes
Barium 100 Yes
Beryllium 100 Yes
Boron 100 Yes
Cadmium 100 Yes
Calcium 100 Yes
Chromium 100 Yes
Cobalt 100 Yes
Copper 100 Yes
Iron 100 Yes
Mercury 100 Yes
Molybdenum 100 Yes
Lead 100 Yes
Magnesium 100 Yes
Manganese 100 Yes
Nickel 100 Yes
Potassium 100 Yes
Selenium 100 Yes
Silver 100 Yes
Sodium 100 Yes
Thallium 100 Yes
Vanadium 100 Yes
Zinc 100 Yes
TOX 78 No
TOC 100 Yes
TPH 100 Yes
Volatiles
Chloromethane 100 Yes
Bromomethane 100 Yes
Vinyl chloride 100 Yes
Chloroethane 100 Yes
Methylene chloride 100 Yes
Acetone 100 Yes
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Table 5-8

(continued)

Page 2 of §
Meets Established

Parameters Percent Acceptable DQOs
Carbon disulfide 100 Yes
1,1-Dichloroethene 100 Yes
1,1-Dichloroethane 100 Yes
1,2-Dichloroethene (total) 100 Yes
Chloroform 100 Yes
1,2-Dichloroethane 100 Yes
2-Butanone 100 Yes
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 100 Yes
Carbon tetrachloride 100 Yes
Bromodichloromethane 100 Yes
1,2-Dichloropropane 100 Yes
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 100 Yes
Trichloroethene 100 Yes
Dibromochloromethane 100 Yes
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 100 Yes
Benzene 100 Yes
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 100 Yes
Bromoform 100 Yes
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 100 Yes
2-Hexanone 100 Yes
Tetrachloroethene 100 Yes
Toluene 100 : Yes
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 100 Yes
Chlorobenzene 100 Yes
Ethyl benzene 100 Yes
Styrene 100 Yes
Xylenes (total) 100 Yes
2-Chloroethylvinylether 100 Yes
Acrolein 100 Yes
Acrylonitrile 100 Yes
Viny! acetate 100 Yes
Semivolatiles
Phenol 100 Yes
bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 100 Yes
2-Chlorophenol 100 Yes
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 100 Yes
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 100 Yes
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Table 5-8

(continued)
Page 3 of 5
Meets Established
Parameters Percent Acceptable DQOs
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 100 Yes
2-Methylphenol 100 Yes
bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)ether 100 Yes
4-Methylphenol 100 Yes
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 100 Yes
Hexachloroethane 100 Yes
Nitrobenzene 100 Yes
Isophorone 100 Yes
2-Nitrophenol 100 Yes
2,4-Dimethylphenol 100 Yes
bis(2-Chloroethoxy)methane 100 Yes
2,4-Dichlorophenol 100 Yes
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 100 Yes
Naphthalene 100 Yes
4-Chloroaniline 100 Yes
Hexachlorobutadiene 100 Yes
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 100 Yes
2-Methylnaphthalene 100 Yes
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 100 Yes
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 100 Yes
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 100 Yes
2-Chloronaphthalene 100 Yes
2-Nitroaniline 100 Yes
Dimethylphthalate 100 Yes
Acenaphthylene 100 Yes
. 2,6-Dinitrotoluene 100 Yes
3-Nitroaniline 100 Yes
Acenaphthene 100 Yes
2,4-Dinitrophenol 100 Yes
4-Nitrophenol 100 Yes
Dibenzofuran 3 100 Yes
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 100 Yes
Diethylphthalate 100 Yes
4-Chlorophenyl-phenyl ether 100 Yes
Fluorene 100 Yes
4-Nitroaniline 100 Yes
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 100 Yes
N-nitrosodiphenylamine 100 Yes
4-Bromophenyl-phenyl ether 100 Yes
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Table 5-8

(continued)

Page 4 of 5
Meets Established

Parameters Percent Acceptable DQOs
Hexachlorobenzene 100 Yes
Pentachlorophenol 100 Yes
Phenanthrene 100 Yes
Anthracene 100 . Yes
Butylbenzylphthalate 100 Yes
3,3’-Dichlorobenzidine 100 Yes
Benzo(a)anthracene 100 Yes
Di-n-butylphthalate 100 Yes
Fluoranthene 100 Yes
Pyrene 100 Yes
Chrysene 100 Yes
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 100 Yes
Di-n-octylphthalate 100 Yes
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 100 Yes
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 100 Yes
Benzo(a)pyrene 100 Yes
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 100 Yes
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 100 Yes
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 100 Yes
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 100 ~ Yes
Benzidine 100 Yes
Benzoic acid 100 , Yes
Benzyl alcohol 100 Yes
N-nitrosodimethylamine 100 Yes
Pesticides/PCBs
Alpha-BHC 100 Yes
Beta-BHC 100 Yes
Delta-BHC 100 Yes
Gamma-BHC (Lindane) 100 Yes
Heptachlor 100 Yes
Aldrin 100 Yes
Heptachlor epoxide 100 Yes
Endosulfan I 100 Yes
Dieldrin 100 Yes
4,4’-DDE 100 Yes
Endrin 100 Yes
Endosulfan II 100 Yes
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Table 5-8

: (continued)

ii Page 5 of 5

i Meets Established

ll Parameters Percent Acceptable DQOs

!!, 4,4’-DDD 100 Yes

g Endosulfan sulfate 100 Yes

5 4,4'-DDT 100 Yes

' Methoxychlor 100 Yes
Endrin ketone 100 Yes
Endrin aldehyde 100 Yes
Alpha chlordane 100 Yes
Gamma chlordane 100 Yes
Toxaphene 100 Yes
Aroclor 1016 .20 . Yes
Aroclor 1221 100 Yes
Aroclor 1232 100 Yes
Aroclor 1242 100 Yes
Aroclor 1248 100 Yes
Aroclor 1254 100 Yes
Aroclor 1260 100 Yes
Radiological
Radium-226 100 ~ Yes
Radium-228 100 Yes
Thorium-230 100 Yes
Thorium-232 100 Yes
Total uranium 100 Yes
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Table 5-9

Radiochemistry Laboratory Performance on DOE

Quality Assessment Program Samples, 1992

Number of
Sample Results Number Within
Media Radionuclides Reported Control Limits
Air filters Uranium (mass) 1 1
Soil Potassium-40 4 3
Strontium-90
Cesium-137
Uranium (mass)
Vegetation Potassium-40 3 3
Strontium-90
Cesium-137
Water Tritium 10 9
Manganese-54
Cobalt-60
Cesium-134
Cesium-137
Cerium-144

Plutonium-238
Plutonium-239
Americium-241
Uranium (mass)

D i
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Table 5-10
Radiochemistry Laboratory Performance on EPA
Intercomparison Program Samples, 1992

Number of
Sample Results Number Within
Media Radionuclides Reported Control Limits

Water Alpha 26 4
Beta
Zinc-65
Cobalt-60
Ruthenium-106
Cesium-134
Cesium-137
Barium-133

Water Radium-226 16 16
Radium-228
Plutonium-239
Uranium (natural)

Water Strontium-89 7 6
Strontium-90

Water Tritium 2 2

Air filters Alpha 7 5
Beta
Strontium-90
Cesium-137
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