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March 20, 1996
130345 PR.RC

Mr. Julian Savage

LS. Army Engincering Huntsville Support Center
4820 University Square

CEHNC-PM

Hunisville, AL 35816-1822

Subject:  Defense Depot Memphis, Tennessee, Response wo TDEC Comments

Dear Tulian:

I have enclosed a drafl response to TDEC comments on the Generic R/ES Work Flan,
Generic QAPP, Generic HSP, and Screening Sites FSP. Please review these responses and
foward any comments on the proposed responses to me by April 3. Sevecral of the comments
may require changes to the documents. If you are in agrecement with the proposed responsces,
DDMT can issue the letter to TDEC and we can issue erratta sheets as necessary.

Please call me at (334) 271- 1445, ext. 310, if you have any questions or would like to discuss
this submittal,

Sincerely,

CH2M HILL

dMark Corey

Project Manager

Enclosure
. mgmY6-CR6/045.doc
. ce Harold Roach/DDMT Greg Underberg/ORO
\ Christine Kartman/DDMT dMark Nielsen/ATL
; Julet Denton/CEHNC Leshie Shannon/MGM
p Scott Bradley/CEENC
¥ \
!
\Qomgomery Oifice 2567 Fainane Driva. Monigomery, AL J& 1 16-14622 334 271-ldad

PO, Box 230568, Montgomary. AL 3671230528 Fax Na. 334 227.5763
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March 19, 1996

130845.FR RC

Mr. Terry Templeton, P.G.

Tennessce Department of Environment and Conscrvation
Suite E-645, Perimeier Park

2510 M. Moriah

Mcmphis, TN 38115

Subject:  Response 1o Comments
Dear Mr. Templeton:

We have received your comments on the final plans, which include the Generic Health and
Safety Plan {118P), Generic Quality Assurance Project Plan (QATP), Generic Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study Work Plan (RI/FS WP), and the Screening Sites Field

Sampling Plan (FSP). Our responses to your comments are numbered io correspond to the
numbered comments in your leiter. Pages that will be reissued are specified in our responses
to the comments,

Generic RI/FS Work Plan—Specific Comments:
1. Section 2.2.5, former Table 2- 1, page 2-6
The Division is not clecar on why this Lable was deleted. The Division does not object to the

levels of dioxin and furan being reported. The original comment concerned format of the
table.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 1:

Table 2-1 reported maximum concentrations for dioxin and furan that were observed before
OH Materials performed remaoval of the PCP Dip Vat site. Therefore, the maximum values
reported in Table 2-1 are not representative of residual contaminanis remaining at the site.
Including the table might be misleading. The location of the former PCP Dip Vai will be
investigated as a screening site (Site 42).
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Mr. Terry Templeton, P.G.
Page 2

March 19, 1996
130845.PR.RC

4_/2' Sccuen 2.2.5, third paragraph, last sentence, page 2-7
It appears that no response was provided for the original commenl on this sentence,
DbM T Response to Specific Comment 2:
This sentence will be deleted. A new page 2-7 will be issued.
3. Section 3.1.1.1, Figure 3-1, pagc 3-4

The Division was unable to rcadily ascertain the changes on the revised figurc. Please
clanfy.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 3:

The comments submitted by TDEC on Oclober 4, 1994, make no references to Figure 3-1.
Therefore, no changes were made. Please clarify. - l@ Sevwo e Lao \Ep_pcr.t, Skle

4. Section 3.6, Table 3-11, page 3-71 actatecl

The Division was unable o readily ascertain the changes in the revised table. Please clarify.
DDMT Response to Specific Comment 4:

The comments submitted by TDEC on October 4, 1994, make no reflercnces to Table 3-11.,
Therefore, h ) ify. - - ne
erefore, no changes were made. Please clarify g‘{"i N 2 i eewo Capr ""}j" 1S]0

5. Section 3.7, page 3-77 acteeck

Although the last paragraph was joined with the preceding one as suggesied, it appears that
no {exl was rewnitten.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 5:

The final paragraph of Section 3.7 on page 3-77 will be rewritten as follows and a new page
will be issued: [E‘T"'ﬁ-"{_'_‘)(:i, Y v Le ! L s 3 e
) — - a5 oy L AnG 4’30..{lux_au LR AW
\\% Comowm=Oacetmy, Ao gy ~ qrond e 1) ot , e can
“DDMT employees would poicniially be exposed fily to constituents identified in ot el
- )Q}z sueficial soils and surface water. The exposurc pathways associated with surficial soil C‘}'-“‘:"-'-'J" L
S\)J contaminants include inhalation, dermal absorption, and incidental ingestion of fugitive dusl> C‘)&*"""”‘“"‘r
' p Y

The primary cxposure pathway associated with surface water constituents includes dermal _t’ \

f\ absorption due to incidental contact. 1 -, ? Lilee ‘Hans,

Pcr'ﬁ\l.-.:cu:p TR
L‘{nv‘l Tals v 0
e Sounel pacle
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“Residents and ncighbors of DDMT are potentially exposed w conslliuems in surlace water
runolf flowing through drainage swalcs and channcls. Dermal absorption through wading is
the primary exposurc routc and is most likely to oceur to children playing in the drainage
channels. Residents of Memphis could potentially be exposed to identificd constitwents in
the groundwaler. The cxposure pathway entails contaminated groundwater {rom Lhe
uppermost aguifer {the Fluvial Aquifer) migrating to the Memphis Sand Aquifer. The
Memphis Sand Aquifer could transporl the constituents to one of the MLGW wecllfields.
Although no areas of hydraulic connection have been confirmed in the vicinity of DDMT o
' | datc, investigations arc underway to verify the existence of a potential inlerconnection.

S WA

- o “Fishermen and recreational users of nearby creeks are potentially affected by constituents
3\“ ‘QL prescot in the surface runoff. The primary exposure route is though dermal abserption of

ﬁ“ 3 _31. “frwater deposited on the skin or ingestion of animal species that btoaccumulate constituents in

A -2 [ Jheir body tissues.”

E RN l’.f;-'n;:::m:bn 5.3.2.1. Figure 5-1, page 5-1

L S
9‘&' The Division was unable to readily ascerlain the changes on the ravised figure. Pleasc
clarify.

DOMT Response to Specific Comment 6:

A note was added 1o Figure 3-1 to clarify thal “Onsitc soil locations are 10 be fizld selecied.
Sample locations will be placed on areas unaffected by facility operations and drainage "

7. Section 5.3.2.4, last paragraph, page 5-15
The Division is unclear how deletion of the sentence referring to the Gigure that shows Fluvial
Aquiler Sampling Locations addresses the previous comment for this section, especially

considering that the figure (number 5-4) is now present without a reference in the exL.
Please clanfy.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 7:

The previous comment was addressed by adding the last three sentences of the second 1o the
last paragraph of the subsection. The sentences describe additional wells that will be
sampled as pan of the overall groundwater stratcgy. The following sentence will be added as
the second sentence of the second full paragraph on page 5- 15 10 reference Figure 5-4, and a
new page will be 1ssued:
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Mr. Terry Templeten, P.G.

Pagc 4
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CN 130845.PR.RC

“These anticipated Fluvial Aquifer monitoring well sampling locations arc shown in Figure
5_4--'

8.-Section 5.3.2.5, page 5-17
L

Questions about the response to the Division's comment on this section were discussed with
Leslie Shannon of CHZM HILL prior to the Regional Project Manager's Meeting at DDMT
on October 25, 1995, Leslie also provided documentation of the revisions. The underlying
issuc was discussed ar the Regional Project Manager’s Meeting. The Division acknowledges
that the issue raised by the Division’s previous comment is also addressed in the QU-4 Field
Sampling Plan. However, as was discussed, a statement referencing this in the RI/FS, if
nothing eise, would be appropriate.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 8:

The following will be added to the end of the first paragraph of Section 5.3.2.5 on page 5-17
and a new page will be issued:

"The Memphis Sand Aquifer will not bs sampled as part of the background sampling effort.

However, the groundwater quality of the Memphis Sand Aguifer bencath DDMT will be
cvaluated as part of the OU-4 investigation (OU-4 FSP Section 4.6)."

Generic QAPP

‘/]./Scclicm 1-t, Project Objectives, p.p. 1-1 and 1-2

It appears that the words "Contract Laboratory” are missing between the end of p. 1-1 and the
beginning of p. I-2.

DDMT Response to Comment 1;

The following will be added to the first sentence on page 1-2 before the word * Prugram and
a new page will be issucd:

"“Contract Laboratory™
/E.rScction 5.4.2.5, Well Design, Bentonite Seal and Grout, pp. 5-15 and 5-16
The Dhvision 1s not sure that the chapges in language in this section reflect the full intent of

the Division’s comment. If the intention is to specify that pure bentonite alone is to be used
for grouting, the revised language is not clear. [n this case, please further revise the section
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to avoid uncertainty. If the intention is not to specify pure bentonite alone as grout, please
state the rationale (or this.

DDMT Response to Comment 2:

The third sentence of the subsection entitled “Bentonite Seal and Grouwt™ will be replaced
with the following sentence and new pages will be issued:

“A pure bentonile grout, consisting of a coarse-grained solid_ {Bariod Benscal, American
Colliod, Volclay, or equal), will be placed from the top of the bentonite seal to within 2 feet
of ground surface.”

3. Sccuion 5.4.2.6, Field Logs, pp. 5-17 and 3-18

w
The Division's previous comment about editing of logs has been addressed. However, the
new language is still ambiguous about the disposition of the original logs. Please clarify,

DDMT Response to Conunent 3:

The following sentence will be added to the end of the paragraph that follows the bulleted list
cntitled “Ficld Logs™ and a new page 5-18 will be issued:

*The original boring logs will be given to the Hunisville COE with the final version of (he
RI/FS repons.”

L/;—lf Section 7.3, Special Analyses, p. 7.1
The Division acknewledges that revised tanguage in this section partially addresses the
Divisien’s comment. However, one point is still confusing. The last paragraph in this section
refers to compounds that don't mect the MCL or preliminary remcdiation goal. Does this
refer to compounds other than those listed in Table 7-37 If so, can those compounds be
added to Table 7-3? (These would presumably only be compounds not meeting PRG since
those with MCL's lower than rcponting limits are already listed.) Also, it appears that there is
room in Table 7-2 to list the MCL or PRG for cach compound. If this were done, it would
make Table 7-2 more informative.

DDMT Response to Comment 4:

The last paragraph of Section 7.3 refers only to the compounds listed in Table 7-3. The
MCLs and PRGs for each media are listed in Tables 3-7 through 3-10 of the Generic RI/FS
WP, No changes Lo the text are proposed.
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Mr. Terry Templcior, P.G.

Page §
March 19, 1596
30845.PR.RC

k;émion 14.0, Sample and Database Management, General Comment {new).

Since Section 3.6 indicates that x.y,z coordinates for new moitoring wells will be surveyed,
the Division would like 1o know where thar data will be recorded in the context of EDMS-A
and EMIS. Table 14-1 does not seem 1o indicate a field or fields for the storage of x,y,z data,
If geographic coordinates arc obtained, they should be recorded in an appropriale database,
Given the capability of Geographic Information Sysicms and the amount of data that will be
gathered, it seems reasanable (o al leasl record geographic data 1o allow for the possibility of
spatial analysis using GIS or other interprelive sofiware tools, including 3-D analysis.

DDMT Response to Comment 5.

DDMT plans 16 use the IGIS Data Exchange Protocol being developed by the COE. This
protocol has provisions for x,y,z coordinales.

Hazardous and Toxic Waste Health and Safety Plan

(eneral Comments:

l_.r" Previous TDSF concerns regarding document organization and clarily appear o have been
\addressed by significant modifications 1o the document format and arrangement. Because
there will be a separate HASP for QU-1 and because of the UXO and CWA aspects of site
nvestigation, a more pronounced reference 1o this second HASP is in order, especially for
warkers who will be working at more than one OU and therefore would be covered by both
HASPs. In fact, a reference 1o this distinction should probably also be made on the title page.

DODMT Response to General Comment i

The title page of the plan will have the following added after “Health and Salety Plan™ and a
new page will be issued:

*QuU-2, OU-3, and O-4™

\_2. The Division thinks thc new format is an improvement. llowcver, especially for the field
copics, the Divisian believes legibility can be improved by use of a larger font. Since in
many cases the "boxes” that outline cach section have surplus white space, use of a larger
font should not use a lot more pages.
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DDMT Response to General Comment 2:

The document is prinied in a size 10 font. This size font is the standard for HSPs because of
the border that surrounds the text. No changes tc the text are proposed.

Specific Comments:

-
_)/ Section 1.0, p. |, SITE ACCESS

In the last paragraph, the first sentence begins “The site safety officers (550s) ix
responsible...." There are several other instances of the same stalement elsewhcrc in the
document (e.g. p. 17). In this sentence "is" should be "arc.” In addition, this language is
confusing regarding how many site safety officers there shoutd actually be. Shouldn't there
actually be just one (main) S5O with site-wide authority?

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 1:

DDMT will have onc SSO onsite during the investigations. The references (0 S50 will be
made singular throughout the document.

//éecti{m 1. 2, p. 2, firs1 paragraph

The next to last sentence begins "Figure 1 for the location...." It should be medified 10 begin
“See Figure 1..." or "Figure 1 presents the location...."

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 2:

The next to the last sentence of the first paragraph of Section 1.2 on page 2 will be rewritien
as follows, and a new page will be issued:

“Figure | shows the locations of the QUs at DDMT.”
/{Seclinn 1.2, p. 2, next to last paragraph and Figure 1, p. 3
Because of the importance of the two statements in Lhis paragraph, they should be italicized,

underlined, or emphasized in some other manner. Similarly, an annotalion on Figure |
indicating OU-I's exclusion from this SSHP would seem to be appropriate.
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DDMT Response to Specific Comment 3:
The next 1o the [ast paragraph of Section 1.2 on page 2 will be itaficized. In addition, the

following note will be added ta Figure 1, at the top of the page in a bold print. A new page
and figure will be issued.

“Wark at OU-1 is not covered in Lthis SSHP because there is a potential for CWM
and/or UXO0.” '

47 Figure 4. p. 11

The legibility and uility of this figure is questionable due 1o the apparent lack of quality of
the aerial photograph. [s there another way Lo morc effectively utilize this photograph,
perhaps by utilizing an overlay sheet?

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 4:

Figure 4 is a color copy of a figure in the CWM Archives Searcht Reparr. The Figure covers
QU-1, which is outside the scope of this HSP. Figurc 3 is a clear version of Figure 4.

A Figure 5, p.13
Lo

The last item in the legend should be "Tennessee Depariment of Environment and
Conservation”, not "Tennessee Department of Environmental Conservation.”

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 5;

The last itcm in the legend of Figure 5 will be changed to 1he following. and a new Figure
will be issued:

“Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation™
-
./6. Table 2, p. 15

Under "Tennessee Dept. of Conscrvation and Environment” please complete the phone

number for Terry Templeten as 368-7957. Also, this section should be licaded "Tennessee
Bepartment of Environment and Conservation”, not "Tenncssce Dept. of Conservation and
Environmcnl.
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Mr. Terry Templelen, P.G.
Page &

March 19, 1996
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DDMT Response to Specific Comment 6:

An updaicd communications summary will be added to the document that reflects 1the
comments listed above,

L/?«_’éemion 3.1.2.p. 19

The top row of this table represents sympioms and ithe bottom row represents treatments, It
might be helpful to add a label to the table rows that specifies this.

DODMT Response to Specific Comment 7.

Section 3.1.2 on page 19 will be clarifted by labeling the top row “Symptoms™ and the
bottorn row “Treatment,” and a new page will be issued.

XE. Section 3.8, p. 25

e

[s the LEL for any ol the listed contaminants of concern such that it ought to be listed in this
table?

DDMT Respouse to Specific Comment 8:
Table 6.1 on page 43 contains a column entitled “Action Levels.”" The action levels listed {or

the row cntitted “CGI: MSA 260 or 261 includes the combustible compounds listed in
Seciion 3.8.

_‘-/9."Figurcs 7and 8, pp. 47 and 48
[s there a reason there is not a figure that provides a schemalic diagram for lcvel B decon?
DDMT Response fo Specific Comment 9:

The decen diagram for Level C is provided in the plan. The Level B decon procedure is the
same as for Level C,

107Section 7.2.4, p. 51
v
The entry for "water disposal method” does not seem 1o il properly under the heading

"Personnel.” Pleasc clarify, perhaps with an additional heading on this page to replace one of
the headings that is unused.
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DDMT Response to Specific Comment 10:

The “water disposal method™ located in Section 7.2.4, page 51, will be moved to Scction
7.2.2 and inserted as Step 7 of the decomamination procedure, and new pages will be issued,

1I-. Section 8.0, p. 51
v

There is an out of place slash {/) character in front of the first bullet.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 11:
DDMT acknowledges the type "/ inseried in front of the fiest bullel.

. }2. Scction 11.6, p. 35 (also reference p. 53)

Fage 33 suggests a continuous blast on the air harn as an example "EMERGENCY,
EVACUATE" signal. Section 11.6 actually specifies thrce shert blasts on an air horn as

the sitc evacuation signal, This difference might cause confusion. In addition, unless the
three short blasis are repeated several times (blasi-blasi-blast--pause— blast-blast-blast--
pausc-- blast-blast-blast--pause—, etc. ), threc short blasts alone may conceivably not be heard

by all persons. Please revisc the evacuation signals and make references (o them internally
consistent.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 12;

Section 10.2, page 53, last dash under the third bullet “Continuous air horn-EMERGENCY,
EVACUATE” will be changed to the following, and a ncw page will be issued:

“Threc short air horn blasis repeated three times-EMERGENCY. EVACUATE”
Section 1 1.6, pagce 55, the following will be inscricd after “Three short bas}%n air horn':
“repeated three times {the SSO will carry an air horn).”

e
\/’{Seclion 13.1,p. 56

“Tennessee Depariment of Environment and Conservatien” is again referred (o as
“Tennessce Department of Conservation and Environment.” In addition, the phone
number is incorrect: the general phonc number for the Tennessee Depariment of
Environment and Conservation, Memphis Field Office, is 901-368-7939,
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DDMT Response to Specific Comment 13:

Section 13 will be modificd by changing “Tennessec Department of Environment and
Conservation™ to “Tennessee Department of Conservation and Environment.” Additionally,
the correct phone number, 901-368-7939, will replace the current phone number in the
Section. A new page will be issued.

14, Appendix C
v

Because of the different formats for the various MSDS's, please consider inserting labeled
tabs 1o separate the chemicals. Also, why are there only MSDS's for chemicals brought
on-site (sec Section 3.7) rather than for all the potential contaminants of concermn presented in

Section 3. 87 If significant numbers of MSDS's have 10 be added, you might consider a
separate binder containing only MSDS's.

DDMT Response to Specific Comment 14:

M3DSs are nol required for hazardous chemicals or hazardous substances that are the focus
of remedial or removal action at hazardous waste sites. as outlined in Occupational Safety
and Health Administration (OSHA) regulation 29 CFR 1910, 1200(b){6)(ii}. The Tennessee
Department of Labor (Tennessee OSHA) has identical regulations. Thcrefore, the MSDSs
for the potential contaminants of concern will not be added to the plan.

Plcase call me with any questions or concerns about these comments.

Sincerely,

CH2M HILL

Harold Roach
Project Manager

mgm96-CR6/037.doc

cc: Mike Dobbs/DDRE Clarence Smith/DDRE
Christine Kartma/DDMT John Romeo/CEHNC
Julian Savage/CEHNC Mark Corey/CHZM HILL

Leslie Shanmon/CHZM HILL
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Page 3-77 Last Paragraph:

Even though the potential for exposure to contaminants exists, the health risk
assessntent conducted by the Agency for Toxic Substance and Disease Registry
(ATSDR) concluded that no apparent public health hazards existed for
groundwater, surface water, sediment, air and soil. ATSDR came to this
conclusion by comparing potentials for exposure, levels of contaminants
identified at DDMT, and whether there would be any harmful effects from the
these levels. As DDMT continues investigating potential sources of
contaminaiion and more information becomes available, ATSDR will update the
health risk assessment of DDMT,
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hS
*\)jp) DDMT Response to Specific Comment 5

No pathways of contamination were identified durng the health assessment by ATSDR,

so it is unlikely that any employee or residents would be exposed. The facility and
neighbors of the Depot have been using a public water supply since the 1940°s, before the
disposal area had been extensively used. The public water supply is meaitored and
contamination from the Depot has not been detected, Additiomally, the mumicipal water
supply can be treated if necessary, so if contamination from DDMT were to reach the
public water supply, it would be treated snd would not become & public health problem for
drinking water.

Invest.i,gation afthe g AT iy

ia the drainage dhchesﬁﬁ-hmm-}ymd a mf-“p?

through momitorg rcports done quc?l?nf sormwater samplmg and these resuhs do
not indicate that contantinants are leaving the insiallation through the Slﬂ]'ljl drams.

cond
At this point only fishermen and recreational users of nearby creeks would endy potentially
be affected through the ingestion of enimals within these bodies of water; however, the
city heslth departinent does have these areas posted 1o prevent fishing.
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B. Systemic Toxicants

THQ+AT+*BW+365 day/year
VRfDo+iRw«EF «ED

3.6.2 Soil PRGs

I. Residential Scenario: Direct Contact - Soii concentration (mg/fkg) =

A Carcinogens

TR+AT+«365 dayfyear
EF+{[SFo«(IRDadj+IRladf)»10E-6)+[SFi=IRAadj +(1/VF +1/PEF)]}

B. Systemic Toxicants

THQ+*AT*3065 day/year
EF+[[1/RfDo*(IRDadjf1 E6+IRIadj{1 E6Y] +[RDi+(IRAadj «(1/VF+1 {PER)]}

II. Soil o Groundwater Pathway:

Soil concentration (mg/kg) = Groundwater PRG {mg/L) * Koc * foc

3.7 Generic Conceptual Site Model

A conceptual model of DDMT environment will aid in planning the RI activities. This
model considers the potential sources of contaminalion and the pathways for migration
and exposure leading to human and environmental receptors in the site vicinity.

The potential sources of contaminants at DDMT can be geographically divided into
activities within the Main Installation and activities in Dunn Figld. At the Main
Installation, potential sources include storage of petroleum, oils, and lubricants (POL);
storage of harardous materials (oxidizers, corrosives, reacuves, and solvents); storage of
excess property itemms (DRMO); metal cleaning and painting activities: vehicle
maintenance operations; a wood treating operation (dismantled and remediated in 1985);
past storage of PCB-containing transformers; and use of herbicides and pesticides around
the installation. At Dunn Field, the potential sources include burial siles for past waste
materials, burmn sites for wastes, and a former pistol range area. There-is.a-polensatfor

mgm%3-DOMT-WEX L. WP5
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contaminants by drinking surface waters or eating other species with contaminated

tissues. This pathway includes fishermen that ingest aquatic species taken from surface
water bodies in DDMT vicinity, Conlaminants have been found in sediments from both
the Golf Course Pond and Lake Danielson (QU-3). The plan view (Figure 3-8) illustrates
the surface runoff pathways from DDMT toward Cane Creek to the north and Nonconnah
Creek to the south,

Potential human receptors in DDMT vicinity include the following:

Employees of DDMT

Residents and neighbors of DDMT

Residents of Memphis

Fishermen and recreational users {"waders") of sucrface waters, including
Cane Creek and Nonconnah Creek

Employees.of DDMT %Ea%umdbe exposed primarily to contamjndnts in surficial soils and
surface water treugh (he inhalation of fugitive dust or the“dermal absorption of
constituents deposited™sn_the skin. Some incidental ingestion of soil deposited on the
kands may be expected toocgur. Residents and pefghbors of DDMT tentially be.
exposed via surface runoff flowing through drafnage swales and channels. Dermal

L) afalaliduhie=s7 LAY [ PIITEAT Y X posare-rolbls and wild 0 (]

hildranplaying in the drainage ---'ﬁ’ Residents of Memphis are also potentially
exposed if contaminated groundwaer in thé~uppermost aquifer (the Fluvial Aquifer) can
find a pathway into the Memphyjs“Sand Aquifer zngd reach one of the MLGW wellfields.
Currendy, there are no confufned pathways for thiste.gceur. Fishermen and recreationat
users of the nearby crecks“are potentially affected by condtityents present in the surface
runoff through dermaj-dbsorption from water contact or ingestibn_of animal species that

bioaccumulate constituents in their body tissues.

3.8 Data Gaps

Table 3-12 attempts to summarize the data gaps from previous studies for all QUs
(facilitywide data gaps) and OU-specific data gaps that will be addressed in OU-specific
F5Ps. Data gaps appropriate to be filled during the Screening Sites investigation also are
identified.
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