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Mr. Johnny W. Reising SRF-5J
United States Department of Energy '

Feed Materials Production Center

P.O. Box 398705

Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705

RE: Al,P2 Trap Range PSP

Dear Mr. Reising:

The United States Environmental Protection Agehcy (U.8. EPA) has
" completed its review of the United States Department of Energy's

(U.S. DOE) Project Specific Plan (PSP) for the Area 1, Phase 2 trap
range.

This document provides a plan for delineating the extent of soil
remediation required in the trap range area as a result of lead and
arsenic contamination.

U.S. EPA's specific comments are enclosed, however, U.S. DOE's

approach presented may not adequately address the extent of
contamination..

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

Sincerely,

=

James A. Saric

Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Section

SFD Remedial Response Branch #2

Enclosure

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO
Bill Murphie, U.S. DOE-HDQ
John Bradburne, FERMCO
Terry Hagen, FERMCO
Tom Walsh, FERMCO
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON
"PROJECT SPECIFIC PLAN FOR LEAD DELINEATION
IN THE AREA 1 PHASE II TRAP RANGE"
FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT

GENERAL COMMENT

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 2.0 Page #: 3 Line #: 20-21

Original General Comment #: 1

Comment: The text states that sampling locations were
preselected based on existing remedial investigation/
feasibility study (RI/FS) data and the scoop and sieve
examination. The preselected sampling points may be
inadequate to completely delineate the horizontal and
vertical extent of soil that will require remediation. The
plan should be revised to include provisions for further
sampling through use of a Field Change Notice in the event
that such sampling is needed to meet the project objectives.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 1.2 Page #: 1 Line #: 30-31
Original Specific Comment #: 1.

Comment: The text states that soil will be analyzed for total
lead and arsenic by either the graphite furnace atomic
absorption (GFAA) or inductively coupled plasma (ICP)
method. For each metal, the laboratory will have a much
lower sample quantitation limit (SQL) for GFAA analysis than
for ICP analysis. The text should be revised to include
target SQLs, well below.the final remediation 'levels (FRL)
for arsenic and lead, and the laboratory should use the
target SQLs as the criteria for analytical method selection.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 2.1 Page #: 4 Line #: Not applicable

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: The text does not state the order in which samples will
be collected. Sampling should proceed from the periphery of
the Trap Range (where contamination is presumed to be
negligible) to the most contaminated areas within the Trap
Range. This procedure will minimize the possibility of
cross-contamination of samples. The text should be revised
accordingly.
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Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 2.1 Page #: 4 . Line #:14-15

Original Specific Comment #: 3

Comment: The text states that samples will be collected to a
depth of 12 inches, but contamination may be present at
depths greater than 12 inches. The text should be revised
to include provisions for sampling below 12 inches based on
visual observations, particularly at locations where RI/FS
data indicates exceedances of FRLs.
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