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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: WAC Attainment of
Collapsed Soil in
Paddy's Run PSP

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) Project Specific Plan (PSP) for the Waste Acceptance
Criteria (WAC) of collapsed soil in Paddy's Run creek. ‘

This document provides a plan for sampling and analysis of
collapsed soil in the eastern stream bank of Paddy's Run to assess
whether the soil meets the WAC for the on-site disposal facility.

" U.S. EPA's has several comments on the PSP which are enclosed.

- 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,
WAC ATTAINMENT OF COLLAPSED SOIL IN PADDY’S RUN"

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT

GENERAL COMMENT

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 2.0 . Page #: 2-1 Line #: 16-18

Original General Comment #: 1

Comment: The text includes provisions for additional sampling if
necessary to fully delineate the volume of soil exceeding
the waste acceptance criteria (WAC) for the on-site disposal
facility (OSDF). This provision should be included in all
project specific plans intended to delineate the extent of
contamination in soil.

L3

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 1.2 : Page #: 1-1 N Line #: 20-24

Original Specific Comment #: 1

Comment: The text states that 14 randomly selected and 4 biased
soil samples will be collected. Figure 1-1 shows 18
sampling locations but does not distinguish between random
and biased sampling locations. The figure should be revised
to address this deficiency.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 2.0 Page #: 2-1 Line #: 21-22

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: The text states that 12 and 6 samples will be collected
from Segments 1 and 2, respectively. However, Figure 1-1
and Table B-1 show 13 samples (samples no. 1 through 9 and
15 through 18) from Segment 1 and 5 samples (samples no. 10
through 14) from Segment 2. The text, figure, and table
should be revised to resolve this discrepancy.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 2.1 Page #: 2-2 ' Line #: 17
Original Specific Comment #: 3 .
Comment: The text states that the 6- to 12-inch sampling
interval will be selected for analysis and that the field
geologist may designate the 0- to 6-inch sampling interval
for analysis under certain conditions. However, the most
likely depth for contamination is at the surface. The plan
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should be modified to either (1) specify the 0- to é6-inch
interval as the primary sampling interval for analysis, with
collection of the 6- to 12-inch interval but no analysis of
this interval unless the 0- to 6-inch interval exceeds the
WAC; or (2) state explicitly that the entire upper 6-inch
layer of collapsed soil will be assumed to exceed the WAC
and therefore this layer of soil will be disposed of off-
site.
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