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SILE: 
November 14,2003 

Mr. Glenn Griffiths 
U.S. DOE FEMP 
P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati , OH 45329-8705 

RE: : PROPOSED CHANGES RESULTING FROM THE 2003 ANNUAL 
REVIEW OF THE IEMP 

Dear Mr. Griffiths, 

Ohio EPA has reviewed the Transmittal of the Proposed Changes Resulting from the 2003 
Annual Review of the Integrated Environmental Monitoring Plan submitted by DOE on 
October 15, 2003. Ohio EPA’s comment’s on these technical changes are enclosed. 

If there are any questions, please contact me at (937) 285-6466 or Donna Bohannon at 
(937) 285-6543. 

Sincerely , 

Thomas A. Schneider 
Fernald Project Manager 
Office of Federal Facilities Oversight 

cc: Jim Saric U.S. EPA 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Daniel Fernald 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetratech 
Ruth Vandegrift, ODH 

- ._ Mark Schupe, HSI Geotrans 
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Comments: 

1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: D.4.1.2 Pg #: D-8 Line #: NA Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: The "proposed change" suggesting text be removed in regards to bat surveys 
is untrue and must be left as it is stated in the IEMP. There will be ecological restoration 
within the Paddy's Run Corridor and the NRRP. 

Commentor: DSW 

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Global and Attachment D Pg #: NA Line #: NA Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: It is noted on page 1 of the summary of proposed changes that "It has been 
determined that the intent of the order (DOE Order 450.1) is met through existing DOE 
contractual requirements ..." and attachment D describes the proposal to eliminate 
Benchmark Toxicity Values as drivers to surface water monitoring. It is unclear how DOE 
is, in general, considering the requirements of DOE Order 4bl  in these actions. 
Specificplly, how does the IEMP implement a watershed approach for surface water 
protection (4bl b), and how does DOE consider proposed attachment D to be consistent 
with 4bld, protection of other natural resources, including biota. Ohio EPA considers 
removal of BWs as a driver to be contrary to this requirement. 

Commentor: DSW 
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