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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY .- 

. REGION 5 
77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 

CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

i 

Mr. Johnny W. Reising 
United States Department of Energy 
Feed Materials Production Center 
P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705 

REPLY TO THE ATfENTION OF: 

SRF-5J 

RE: A6 Implementation 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) implementation plan for Area 6 (A6) solid waste landfill 
and fire training facility. 

The implementation plan provides an approach for removing waste, 
soil, ant-and below grade structures, and debris from the solid 
waste landfill and fire training facility. 

U.S. EPA has identified several issues with the implementation plan 
and has enclosed comments. Therefore, U.S. EPA disapproves the A6 
implementation plan pending receipt of adequate responses to the , 

attached comments and their incorporation into the document. U . S .  
DOE must submit a revised implementation plan along with responses 
to comments within thirty (30) days receipt of this letter. 
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Please contact me at (312) 886-0992 if you have any questions 
regarding this matter. 

/ Sincerely, 

Wames A. Saric 
Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Sally Robison, U.S. DOE-HDQ 
Jamie Jameson, Fluor Fernald 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald 
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald 

. . . .  

\ 



. 
TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 

"IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR AREA 6 SOLID WASTE LANDFILL AND 
FIRE TRAINING FACILITY" 

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S.  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section No. : Not Applicable (NA) Page No. : NA Line No.: NA 
General Comment No.: 1 
Comment: The excavation monitoring approach presented in , 

Section 4.0 of the implementation plan (IP) does not take 
into account special conditions that might be encountered at 
the Solid Waste Landfill (SWL). Section 4.3.1 states that 
the excavation sideslopes and floor will be monitored using 
real'-time in situ scans to determine if waste acceptance 
criteria (WAC) have been achieved. However, if wastes in 
the SWL are'heterogeneous and excavation does not result in 
smooth surfaces, in situ real-time scans may not be as 
effective here as in other areas. Therefore, alternative 
ex situ scanning techniques such as scan-ning each lift of 
material as it is removed from the SWL should be considered. 

Commenting Organization: U.S.  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section No.: NA Page No.: NA Line No.: NA 

Comment: The IP proposes soil excavation for the SWL and and 
General Comment No.: 2 i 

Fire Training Facility (FTF). Active railroad tracks are 
located near excavation areas in the southeast corner of the 
SWL and the southern portion of the FTF. Equipment and 
personnel must maintain a distance of at least 25 feet from 
the railroad tracks unless the railroad is notified of the 
planned activities and flagmen are present during all work. 
The IP should be revised to either include information on 
the minimum distance requirement for the railroad tracks or 
describe railroad notification procedures and flagmen 
requirements. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section NO?: NA Page No.: NA Line No.: NA 
General Comment No.: 3 
Comment: Several of the IP soil remediation drawings provided 

indicate that straw bales will be used for discharge water 
sediment kontrol. The design criteria package for at- and 
belowgrade remediation of the former plant area dated 
May 2002 stapes on Page 12 that "use of hay bales is not 
standard engineering practice at the site." The IP should 
explain why straw bales are proposed for discharge water 
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sediment control even though they are not considered 
standard engineering practice at the site. In addition, the 
IP should provide information on the disposal location for 
the straw bales upon the completion of the excavation 
pro j ect . 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA 
Section No.: 3.1.2 . Page N o . :  3-1 

Commentor: Saric 
Line No.: 19-22 

Specific Comment No.: 1 
Comment The text states that disposal in the On-Site Disposal 

Facility (OSDF) should be permitted for FTF soil that does 
not meet the WAC for organic and metallic constituents of 
concern (COC) if soil is treated. The text.should be 
revised to discuss possible treatment alternatives for this 
soil. 

I 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section No.: 5.2.2 Page No. : 5-5 Line N o . :  38 
Specific Comment N o . :  2 
Comment: The text presents information required for a dust-alert 

notification. The text should be revised to state that the 
duration of the dust suppression activity will be recorded. 

\ 

E-2 

I 

\ 


