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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: DMEPP Report: July 1, 1995 
to December 31, 1995 

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) letter regarding the South Plume Removal Action System 

evaluation report covering the period July 1, 1995, through 

December 31, 1995. 

The report adequately meets its objectives of the removal action. 

However, U.S. EPA has attached comments on the report to be 

addressed in a response to comments document. U.S. DOE must submit 

responses to comments within thirty (30) days receipt of this 

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

regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Remedial Pro] ect 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 "SOUTH PLUME 
REMOVAL ACTION DESIGN MONITORING 
EVALUATION PROGRAM PLAN SYSTEM 

EVALUATION REPORT FOR JULY 1, 1995-DECEMBER 31, 1995" 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Lines #:  7 to io Section # :  3.0 Page # :  3-4 

Original Specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: The text discusses decreases in total uranium concentrations 

in Well 21063. The text also should mention that this well had a 
significant increase in total uranium during the previous report 
period (see Appendix B of the report 1 ,  especially because this 
well helps define the leading edge of the northeast plume. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  3.0 Page # :  3-6 Table # :  3-6 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: Table 3-6 provides a summary of significant results of 

Mann-Kendall trend test results for select wells. No'probability 
value is provided for well 2553. That value should be provided 
to allow adequate review of the test results for this well. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  4.0 Page # :  NA Figures # :  4-4 and 4-6 
Original Specific Comment # :  3 
Comment : Figures 4-4 and 4-6 show groundwater elevations for Type 2 

and Type 3 wells, respectively. However, groundwater elevations 
are not shown for the northeast contaminant plume. To adequately 
determine the effective capture zone of the extraction wells, 
groundwater elevations for the northeast contaminant plume area 
should be shown on the figures. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA commentor: Saric 
Section # :  4.0 Page #:4-3 Lines #:4 and 5 
Original Specific Comment # :  5 
Comment : The text states that "all Type 2 and 3 wells along the 

edge of the southern' capture zone (including Well 3900) are 
scheduled for monitoring with the borescope." The text should 
specify by well number the wells that will be monitored to 
determine whether additional wells should be monitored. 
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