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COMMENTS 

1.  Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: HIS Geotrans 
Section #: Pg.#: Line #: Tables Code: C 
Original Comment #: 10 
Comment: DOE indicates in their response that T h e  partial penetration effect of extraction wells 

would pull clean water up rather than push contaminated water deeper." We are in 
agreement if the discussion is limited to extraction wells. The concern here, however, is 
not with respect to the effects from new extraction wells but the potential impacts 
associated with new re-injection wells that might be included in the waste pit or Plant 6 
area groundwater restoration modules. Until the effects of re-injection are understood or 
re-injection is ruled out as a remediation strategy in these areas, groundwater monitoring 
along the eastern property line should continue as specified in the action portion of the 
comment responses. 
The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) agrees with the comment. 
DOE will continue to monitor water quality parameters (current quarterly list) in Type 4 
Property Boundary wells (Monitoring Wells 4067,4424,4426,4432, and 41217) once 
every five years unless re-injection is ruled out as a groundwater remediation strategy for 
the waste storage area and the Plant 6 area. If re-injection is ruled out in both these 
areas, then Property Boundary Type 4 well water quality monitoring will cease. 

Response: 
Action: 




