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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Southwest District Office

401 East Fifth Street TELE: (937) 285-6357 FAX: (937) 285-6249 George V. Voinovich, Govemor
Dayton, OH 45402-2911 Nancy P. Hollister, Lt. Governor
Donald R. Schregardus, Director
April 2, 1998 RE: DOE FEMP
CONCURRENCE
SCQ RtC

Mr. Johnny Reising

U.S. Department of Energy, Fernald Area Office
P.O. Box 538705

Cincinnati, OH 45253-8705

Dear Mr. Reising:

This letter provides Ohio Environmental Protection Agency conditional concurrence on the
Sitewide CERCLA Quality Assurance Project Plan Responses to Comments package transmitted
with your letter DOE-05110-98. The conditions of our concurrence are the satisfactory

incorporation of the attached comments.

If you have any questions, please contact Tom Ontko or me.

Sincerely,

N
/
=\ Thomas A. Schneider
Fernald Project Manager

Office of Federal Facilities Oversight

cc: Jim Saric, U.S. EPA

Terry Hagen, FDF
Ruth Vandergrift, ODH
Mark Shupe, HSI- GeoTrans, Inc. R o
Francie Barker, Tetra Tech EM Inc. 2y i
Manager, TPSS/DERR,CO / A
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Ohio Environmental Protection Agency comments on the
Sitewide CERCLA Quality Assurance Project Plan Response to Comments Package

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO

Section: 6.5 Page #: 6-13 Line #: 3-36

Original Specific Comment #: 18 : '

Comment: OEPA disagrees with your response. Again, the IEMP points out there are no
“regulatory drivers” enforcing the collection of this type of biological sampling. More
importantly, there are several years of data which justify discontinuing the monitoring of milk,
fish, grass, and soil (refer to IEMP: Section: 7.4.2, Pages: 7-4 - 7-6). For example, total uranium
concentrations in milk samples were found to be insignificant. OEPA believes that the years of
data should be enough justification to omit the biological monitoring from the SCQ. As the
IEMP explains, evaluating primary pathways will provide the information necessary to determine
any impacts to the environment from site remediation. Any potential effects upon primary
pathways will be cause for reevaluating the secondary and tertiary pathways (i.e., milk, meat,
fish, etc.). If biological monitoring would ever be needed again at Fernald, this section could be
added as an addendum to the SCQ.

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO

Section: 6.7 Page #:6-19 Line #:22

Original Specific Comment #:19

Comment: DOE’s response is not quite true. Drinking water is still collected at Fernald
quarterly, and split with OEPA (refer to the IEMP: Section 3.5.2.1: Pages 3-52 & 3-53).
Environmental samples are collected from three private wells and sampling is done by request.

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO

Section: K.4.3.3.1 Page #: K-21 Line #: 27

Original Specific Comment #: 51

Comment: DOE’s response agrees with OEPA commentor however, the changes shown does
not. To reiterate, VOC samples should be collected into a preserved container to eliminate
volatilization. If the sample is collected into a unpreserved container then poured into a
preserved vial, as suggested, the transference would cause the VOCs to volatilize.

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO

Section: K.5.1 Page #: K-29 Line #: 35-39

Original Specific Comment #: 57

Comment: This is incorrect. VOC samples need to be collected into a preserved container to
eliminate volatilization. Transferring the sample to one container to another will cause
volatilization of the VOCs and the sample will not be representative.

Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO
Section #: 6.4.2.2 Pg#:. 67 Line #: para 2, last sentence Code: ¢
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Original Comment #: 125
Comment: This sentence is not entirely correct. It should be reworded to reflect the following;:

The light pulses are converted into an electronic signal by the photo multiplier tube. An
electronic signal of sufficient voltage (discrimination) is considered a count. The number of
counts is proportional to the activity of the radon present within the CPRD of a known volume.
These two factors combine to yield the radon concentration present in the detector over a given
time interval.
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