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Mr. Jack R. Craig HRE-8J = .
United States Department of Energy

Feed Materials Production Center

P.0. Box 398705

Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705

RE: Approval of the OU 3 PSR

Dear Mr. Craig:

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has complieted its
review of the Draft Operable Unit (OU) 3 Remedial Design Prioritization and
Sequencing Report (PSR). The PSR serves as the schedule for implementation of
the Remedial Design/Remedial Action (RD/RA) tasks and submittal of RD/RA
reports. The PSR also:documents materials management and handling during the
remedial action. :

The PSR provides an overall approach and rational for determining the priority
and sequence for remediating the OU 3 complexes, and for handling waste
materials. However, U.S. EPA has a few comments on the report.

It appears the remediation schedule has been extended from 16 years, as
proposed in the OU 3 Interim Record of Decision, to 30 years in the PSR, based
upon estimated available funding at reduced levels. The United States
Department of Energy (U.S. DOE) should take future steps to modify and
expedite this schedule to reduce both remediation time and total project cost.

U.S. EPA hereby approves the PSR pending incorporation of adequate responses
to the attached comments. U.S. DOE must submit a revised PSR within
thirty (30) days receipt of this letter. '

Please contact me at (312) 886-0992 if you have any questions.

' Sincerely, i?

James A. Saric

Remedial Project Manager
Technical Enforcement Section #1
RCRA Enforcement Branch

- Shainda)

cc:  Tom Schneider, OEPA-SHDO | ":‘C”Of\'_DRESPQNsE
Jack Baublitz, U.S. DOE-HDQ T0 = o
Don Ofte, FERMCO - -0
Jim Thiesing, FERMCO ' <%7’7Q)

Terry Hagen, FERMCO
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON
OPERABLE UNIT 3 REMEDIAL DESIGN PRIORITIZATION
AND SEQUENCING REPORT, MARCH 9, 1995,
FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT

~ GENERAL COMMENT

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: NA Page #: NA Line #: NA
Original General Comment #: 1 ‘
Comment: The report describes the scheduling constraints and
considerations used in developing the interim remedial
action sequence and schedule. However, integrating operable
unit 3 (OU3) activities with the OUS5 schedule for
remediation of contaminated soils and groundwater is not
discussed in the report. This is an important consideration

mentioned in the OU3 remedial design/remedial action (RD/RA)
work plan dated March 1995 and should therefore be detailed
in this report.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 4.1 Page #: 4-8, Table 4-1 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 1

Comment: The scheduling constraints and considerations for the
sewage treatment plant complex are discussed in this
section. The sewage treatment plant lies in the potential
path of the on-property disposal facility; however the
sewage treatment plant is not needed after October 1998 and
the complex is not ‘scheduled for remedial action until
fiscal year (FY) 2023. The rationale for this schedule
should be explained in the report.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 4.2 Page #: 4-16, Figure 4-3 Line ‘#: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 2.

Comment: The base schedule for the OU3 interim remedial action

' is presented in this figure. Remedial action construction
is postponed until all safe shutdown activities are
completed in FY 2001. It may be advisable to begin with
remedial action at complexes that are in the potential path
of the on-property disposal facility and are available for
remediation prior to FY 2001. The Department of Energy
should consider changes to the base schedule that will
accelerate the interim remedial actions in light of 0US
requirements and other constraints listed in Table 4-1.





