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RE: DOE FEMP - OU3. PPP
Comments :

My. Gary Stegner

Director, Public Information

J.5. DOE Fernald Area Office

P.C. Box 533705

Cincinnati, OB 45235-2705

Dzar Mr. Stegnezr:

Balow you will £ind wny comments on the 0.U. 3 Proposed Plan. They
are oz follows: :

1. I believe that the selected z2lternative is the appropriate
one. I also believe that the balznced approachk -- low volunme,
high concentration wastes go off-site for disposal and high-
volume, lower contamination wastes are disposed of in an:
enginecred facility on~site. 1 believe that this is the best
strategy for remediation of the FEMP facility.

2. The following restrictions should be placed on the O.U. 3 ROD:
n.) no disposal or long-term storsge of off-site waste in:the
proposed engineered disposal facility or any other
facility located on ths FEMP property: :
h.) DOE must commit to the ALARA nmass bacsed WAC for Tc-99 of
59 grams; :
c.) Mo characteristic hazardous waste should be disposed of in
thie fzcility. ;

3. DOE should commit themselves to developing a policy for
defining criteria for implementing recycling of wmaterials,
rather than disposing of them as wasts. Along with this
comnitnent DOE should xallow the public to review and commnent on
this policy with regard to U 3, f

18
.

DOE shauld commit to reuse any materials on-site to the
»oszible az well as encouraging othexr DOFE facilities to r

b

Fernald materials.

extent
cuse

S. UOE should commit to being open to considering new tochnologies
that will reduce volume, toxicity and mobility of wastes being
disposed of on-site. I believe that DOF should remzain oren to
new tochnologlies which could render the on-site waste safer.
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DOE should commit to including and/or developing real-time
monitoring for discharges to the environment coming from:
remedial zctions. Data obtained frowm real-time monitoring and
any additiens) monitoring should be provided to the public in
a timely manner.

DRE should attempt to use pollution prevention activities when
cgsible and all available methods to reduce or eliminate
scharges and releases frosm the demclition and disposal
tlvities cshould he considered during the design of reaedial
ctivities. ?

DOE must mazXke 2 comaitment to ths public that their involverent
i1l not be lesszensd during the RD/RA. DOE should commit in
the ROD for OU 3 to having on-¢oing public involvement during

the RD/RA. :

POE must nake firm commitments that the land-use used to
develep the clean-up standards is maintained into the futur
POE rnust and will retain ownership and maintain inat1tut1onal
controls and linited land-use to ensure protectivenoszs of the
FEMP szite.

With regard to the igsuz of "fraoze-releasece" -- T believe that
there ghould bhe a public work-shog held to have a further
discussion ragarding this scecific issue. & comritwent should
be made to the public to assure them that items of any kind
that leave the FEMP site will be used in & responsible nanner
and not just sold and lost into unknown and unsuspecting hands.
While T agres with free-release for recycling. again this is zn
issue that needs to be discussed further. Releasing items such
as netals/steel/ete. for recycling for metal boxes that will
then ship wastes is & satisfactory way of releasing these -
contarinated items. For other more public purposas, this is not
accentable.

DOE should commit to the public that they will create a
"recyclinq program'" and have full public input into this
process. This would eliminate what is unsatisfactory and what
is r-{l sfactory to the pudlic at large. This go=s back to
commant #3. 5

Please fewl free to contact me if you have any questions and or
(X & 3o :

Tisa Crawford

ments regarding these cormments.

:rely, '
é;f CziJaAAfs 6V<L,
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