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Mr. Johnny W. Reising , . 32 1 'z SRF-5J
United States Department of Energy

Feed Materials Production Center

P.O. Box 398705

Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705

RE: A8,P2 Ecological Restoration
Research Plan
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) Area 8, Phase 2 (A8,P2) ecological restoration research
plan. This document is an addendum to the A8,P2, Natural Resource
Restoration Design Plan.

The A8,P2 ecological restoration research plan proposes to address
the need for a better understanding of the deer browsing impacts to
the Fernald site restoration projects. In addition, an outline for
a fire management plan is included.

In general, U.S. EPA finds the plan and suggested outline to be
technically sound, with minor comments that should be incorporated
and addressed in the final ecological restoration research plan.
U.S. EPA'S comments are attached. :

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, Fluor Fernald
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald
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ENCLOSURE

TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON DRAFT
"AREA 8, PHASE II ECOLOGICAL RESTORATION RESEARCH PLAN"

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 plan is designed to determine deer repellant
effectiveness in reducing deer browsing impacts on planted
shrubs within 39 planting patches. Figure 2-1 appears to
show approximately 47 separate areas, and it is extremely
difficult to distinguish which areas are the 39 planting
patches referred to throughout the text. Figure 2-1 should
be revised to clearly depict the 39 planting patches.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 2.1 Page #: 2-1 Lines #: 26 and 27
Original Specific Comment #: 1
Comment : The text indicates that deer repellant will be applied

by December 1, April 1, and June 1 of each year but does not
indicate for how many years it will be applied. The text.
should be revised to indicate how many years the application
and study will last.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: Figure 2-1 Page #: NA Lines #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: Figure 2-1 fails to identify the meaning of the ‘dashed
lines north of the wetland areas. The figure also fails to
identify the meaning of C-1, C-2, and C-3. The figure's
legend indicates that a dashed and dotted line represents
the "FEMP Boundary," but this line is absent from the
figure. 1In addition, the term "Ecological" is misspelled in
the figure's title. The figure should be revised to address
these deficiencies. ' ‘




