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RE: DOEFEMP 
COMMENTS: PSP FOR A9P1 

SAMPLING AND PSP FOR A9P1 
PRE-CERTIFICATION REAL-TIME 
SCAN 

PRE-CERTIFICATION PHY S I C K  

Mr. Johnny Reising 
U.S. Department of Energy, Fernald Area Office 
P.O. Box 538705 
Cincinnati, OH 45253-8705 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE'S December 1998 submittals Project Specific Plan for Area 9, 
Phase I Pre-certijkation Physical Sampling and the PSP for Area 9, Phase I Pre-certijkation 
Real-Time Scan. The attached comments address our concerns with the document. 

If you have any questions, please contact Donna Bohannon or me. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas A. Schneider 
Fernald Project Manager 
Office of Federal Facilities Oversight 

Attachment 

cc: Jim Saric, US. EPA 
Terry Hagen, FDF 
Ruth Vandergrift, ODH 
Mark Shupe, HSI GeoTrans 
Francie Barker, Tetra Tech EM Inc. 
Manager, TPSS/DERR,CO 

Q: WEMP\OU 5M9P 1 WSPS AMP. WPD 
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PROJECT SPECIFIC PLAN 

PHYSICAL SAMPLING 
FOR AREA 9, PHASE I PRE-CERTIFICATION 

1) Commenting Organization: OEPA Cominentor: OFFO 
Section #: 1.1 Pg.#: 1-1 Line #: Second paragraph Code: E 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: Typo in the second line from the last in the second paragraph. 

2) Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: Figure 2-1 Pg.#: Line #: Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: a) Sample locations three and four are in an area where tilling has not been 
done on a regular basis (meaning every year or for at least not the last three years in a 
row). These sampling points should be collected, however, statistically, these two 
locations may not be from the same sample set &e., population). How will DOE evaluate 
these samples relative to the others to determine if they are appropriate to group for 
statistical analysis? 
b) Based upon the concern noted in (a) and the fact that only 7 samples are proposed for 
analysis, what statistical basis does DOE have for concluding 7 samples are sufficient to 
draw significant conclusions regarding the surface soil population vs subsurface soil 
population? The document should be revised to provide statistical justification for 7 
samples. 

3) Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: 
Section #: 4.0 Pg.#: 4-1 Line #: First paragraph Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: The first paragraph mentions that a field blank will be collected if conditions 
are susceptible to cross contamination. However, this statement does not correspond to 
the DOE’S Data,Quality Objectives in Section 7.3 on page 5 of the last paragraph. 
According to the DQOs, field blanks are not needed for metals in soil and states that it is 
unZikeZy metals will cross contaminate during field conditions. Please correct. 

4) Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 4.0 Pg.#: 4-1 Line #: Third paragraph Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: In addition to QA receiving the completed V/FCN, Ohio EPA must receive the 
changes as well. 
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PROJECT SPECIFIC PLAN 
FOR AREA 9, PHASE I PRE-CERTIFICATION 

REAL-TIME SCAN 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 1.3 Pg.#: 1-4 Line #: First paragraph Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: This section references part of AIPI that is going to be included in the A9PI 
certification. Even though it is not part of this pre-certification scanning, this area should 
be identified on Figure 1 - 1 for reference. Please add this location. 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 2.1 Pg.#: 2-1 Line #: Last line Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: The OEPA has no plans to approve the RSS without being provided more 
information. With this taken into consideration, please clarify what other method will be 
used for places inaccessible by the RTRACK. 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 5.0 Pg.#: 4-1 Line #: Second paragraph Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: This paragraph talks about ‘geodimeter data’. Please provide an explanation 
for what this is. 




