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D e a r  M r .  R e i s i n g :  

The U n i t e d  S t a t e s  Envi ronmenta l  P r o t e c t i o n  Agency ( U . S .  EPA) has rev iewed t h e  
S i l o  3 Project  Remedial Design Deliverable5 Schedule (RDDS) as p a r t  o f  i t s  
o v e r s i g h t  a c t i v i t i e s  f o r  t h e  Fe rna ld  Envi ronmenta l  Management P r o j e c t .  
The RDDS. which i s  da ted  March 1999, p r o v i d e s  a schedule i d e n t i f y i n g  
m i les tones  f o r  s u b m i t t a l  o f  t h e  d r a f t  Remedial Design Package f o r  S i l o  3 
S t a b i l i z a t i o n  and t h e  d r a f t  S i l o  3 Remedial A c t i o n  Work Plan (RAWP) t o  t h e  
Ohio Envi ronmenta l  P r o t e c t i o n  Agency (OEPA) and U . S .  EPA. 

The RDDS e s t a b l i s h e s  a m i l e s t o n e  d a t e  o f  June 1, 2000 f o r  s u b m i t t a l  o f  t h e  
d r a f t  Remedial Design Package f o r  S i l o  3 S t a b i l i z a t i o n  t o  OEPA and U . S .  EPA. 
The RDDS a l s o  e s t a b l i s h e s  a m i l e s t o n e  d a t e  o f  May 1, 2001 f o r  t h e  s u b m i t t a l  o f  
the d r a f t  S i l o  3 Remedial A c t i o n  Work P l a n  (RAWP) t o  OEPA and U . S .  EPA. I n  
accordance w i t h  Remedial Design (RD) s u b m i t t a l s ,  t h e  RAWP must p r o v i d e  
m i les tones  f o r  imp lemen ta t i on  o f  t h e  remedy. 

U . S .  EPA’s rev iew  o f  t h e  RDDS focused on assess ing  t h e  i t s  t e c h n i c a l  adequacy 
and cons is tency  w i t h  t h e  Final  Explanation o f  S i g n i f i c a n t  Differences f o r  
Operable Un i t  4 S i l o  3 Remedial Act ion.  U . S .  EPA found t h a t  t h e  RDDS i s  
acceptable and t h e r e f o r e  approves i t .  Please c o n t a c t  me a t  (312) 886-4591 i f  
you have any q u e s t i o n s .  

S i n c e r e l y  , 

G e p  b 1 ono w s k i 
Re e d i a l  P r o j e c t  Manager 
Federa l  F a c i l i t i e s  S e c t i o n  
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 
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