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=3 02 2000
Mr. Johnny W. Reising SRF-5J

United States Department of Energy
Feed Materials Production Center
P.O. Box 398705
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705
RE: JEMP 3RD QTR 1999

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) integrated environmental monitoring report for the third
quarter of 1999. This document is designed to meet the site-wide

. environmental monitoring reporting requirements, pursuant to the
Integrated Environmental Monitoring Plan (IEMP).

U.S. EPA has enclosed comments on the report. One specific point
to note is that U.S. DOE has proposed replacing the hard copy
report with an internet edition. Although the internet edition is
useful, there are issues regarding review efficiencies and document
formatting to be resolved. Therefore replacing the hard copy with
the internet version is unacceptable at this time.

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 .
" "INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAI, MONITORING STATUS REPORT
’ FOR THIRD QUARTER 1999" '

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT
GENERAL COMMENTS

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: Not applicable (NA) Page #: NA Line #: NA

Original General Comment #: 1

Comment: The cover letter states that the U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) proposes to replace the hard copy report with
an Internet edition and that the report for the third
quarter of 1999 is the prototype. An Internet edition is
acceptable for the final (public) version of the report, but
a hard copy is needed for review purposes.. In particular, a
hard copy is needed to allow the reviewer to place two items
(such as a table and figure or a table and text) side by
side for comparison. This need is even stronger when
comparisons must be made between various reports. Another
problem with furnishing only an Internet edition involves
potential incompatibility between printers and software.
The Internet edition should be carefully prepared for
generic printers so that an adequate: :hard copy can be
‘created when needed. To ensure that this can be done, DOE
should print out hard copies of the draft report, preferably
using an ordinary office printer rather than a high-
resolution, high-memory graphics printer, and should forward
these copies to the regulatory agencies for review. This
additional preparation step will demonstrate whether the
Internet edition can produce complete, legible copies.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: NA Page #: NA Line #: NA

Original General Comment #: 2

Comment #: The Internet edition of the report for the third
quarter of 1999 has some format irregularities that should
be corrected. First, use of section and subsection numbers
should be reinstated so that portions of the report can be
cited by some means other than subject headings. Such a
change would also simplify citation of report elements in
review comments. Second, cross-referencing in the report
needs to be improved. When one reviewer attempted to shift
from the "Groundwater Introduction" section to Figure 1-2,
the "access denied" error message appeared instead of the
figure. Figure 1-2 could be accessed from the "South Plume
Administrative Boundary" section but not from the earlier
section. DOE should check all such cross-references to
ensure that they work properly for all readers.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS ' ’

Commenting Organization: .U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Figures #: 4-1 and 4-2 Page #: NA Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: ‘1 ' '

Comment: Figures 4-1 and 4-2 should be combined to show air
sampling activities covered in both the current and the next
quarterly report.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section: "Total Uranium, Total Particulate, and Thorium,"

Paragraphs 5 and 6

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment : Paragraphs 5 and 6 discuss airborne thorium -
concentrations at the waste pit monitors (WPTH-1 and WPTH-2)
and thorium contamination in the on-site laboratory,
respectively. Paragraph 6 states that thorium results from
monitors WPTH-1 and WPTH-2 "were determined to be affected"
by the on-site laboratory contamination but does not clearly
describe the magnitude of the effect. The report should
provide a more quantitative description of how much the
thorium results from monitors WPTH-1 and WPTH-2 were
affected by on-site laboratory contamination. . If the
results discussed in Paragraph 5 were corrected to account
for laboratory contamination, this fact should be stated in
the text. ‘ '

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA - Commentor: Saric

Section: "Total Uranium, Total Particulate, and Thorium,"

Paragraph 6 - . o

Original Specific Comment #: 3

Comment: The ‘last sentence of this paragraph states that thorium
contamination in the on-site laboratory did "not affect the
quarterly composite thorium analyses from the 18 air
monitors used for determining compliance with NESHAP,
Subpart H limits." It is not obvious why results from these
monitors were not affected, and the report should provide a
more detailed explanation of the matter.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA : Commentor: Saric

Table #: 4-3 Page #: NA Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 4

Comment: Several values in the "Ratio Totals" and "Dose (mrem)"
columns of this table are listed as "0.000." The table
should be revised to include more decimal places or to
present results in exponential notation so that non-zero
results do not appear to be zero.





