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Mr. Johnny W. Reising 
United States Department of Energy 
Feed Materials Production Center 
P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705 

SRF-5J 

RE: Removal Action 9: Final 
Report for Thorium Nitrate 
Tank T-2 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has 
completed its review of the United States Department of Energy's 
(U.S. DOE) Removal Action 9: Final Report for the thorium nitrate 
removal from tank T-2. The final report details all actions taken 
in the removal of thorium nitrate from tank T-2. 

Although the report meets applicable regulatory requirements it 
requires further clarification. 

Therefore, U.S. EPA approves the final report pending submittal of 
changed pages incorporating adequate responses to U.S. EPA's 
attached comments. U.S. DOE must submit changed pages and 
responses to comments within thirty (30) days receipt of this 
letter. 
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Pie-ase contact me at (312) 886-0992 if you have any questions 
regarding .this matter. 

SincerelytA 

Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Jack Baublitz, U.S. DOE-HDQ 
John Bradburne, FERMCO 
Charles Little, FERMCO 
Terry Hagen, FERMCO 
Michael Yates, FERMCO 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON THE FINAL REPORT FOR THORIUM NITRATE 
TANK T-2, REMOVAL ACTION NO. 9, REMOVAL OF WASTE INVENTORIES 

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  1 
Comment: The report indicates that the objectives of the thorium 

nitrate solidification project (TNSP) were met and that 371 
drums containing the solidified waste product are being 
stored on the Plant 1 storage pad until shipment to the 
Nevada Test Site; however, the report refers to more than 
371 drums of TNSP wastes requiring on-site interim storage 
and off-site disposition. The report should clarify the 
total number of drums containing TNSP waste requiring on- 
site storage and off-site disposition. Also, the final 
report should be modified to include information regarding 
the duration of storage of the TNSP wastes on the Plant 1 
storage pad (see Original Specific Comment No. 1). 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text in the executive summary and the conclusions 

sections of the report include claims of no lost-time work 
accidents or environmental releases. The text in Section 
2.4.2, Nonreportable Spills, implies that lost-time work 
accidents or environmental releases occurred. The text in 
this section should be revised to clarify that no lost-time 
work accidents or environmental releases occurred (see 
Original Specific Comments No. 2 and 3). 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.3.2 Page # :  2-11 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: The text in this section indicates that 371 drums of 

solidified material were produced during the TNSP. The text 
in this section should be modified to provide information 
regarding the storage of 150 85-gallon drums and 6 small 
white metal boxes containing waste generated during the 
TNSP. In addition, the text should specify that storage 
will be conducted in accordance with the waste storage 
permit for the Plant 1 pad. 
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Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.4.2 Page # :  2-17 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text in the first bullet on this page indicates 

' that operations were stopped on September 16, 1996, because 
of a problem with the siphon break line. The text should 
clarify why the incident on September 16, 1996, is not 
considered a no lost time work accident. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.4.2 Page # :  2-17 Line # :  * 
Original Specific Comment # :  3 
Comment: The text in the fourth bullet on this page indicates 

that on October 25, 1995, approximately 700 milliliters (mL) 
of thorium nitrate was released (600 mL into secondary 
containment and 100 ml outside secondary containment). The 
text should clarify either why the 100 mL released outside 
secondary containment is not an environmental release or 
should eliminate the claims in the executive summary and 
conclusions sections stating that no environmental releases 
occurred during the project. 




