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

RE: A9 P3 Outfall Ditch 
Predesign Investigation 

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 9 Phase 3 (A9 P3) Outfall Ditch predesign 
investigation. This Project Specific Plan (PSP) describes 
predesign sampling activities for the old outfall line that 
discharged to the Great Miami River. 

The document appears technically adequate however, there are a few 
minor inconsistencies that need to be changed and reflected in the 
document. Therefore U.S. EPA approves the A9 P3 Outfall Ditch 
predesign investigation pending receipt of adequate responses to 
U.S. EPA's enclosed comments. U.S. DOE must submit a revised 
document incorporating the changes within thirty (30) days receipt 
of this letter. 

Please contact me at (312) 886-0992 if you have any questions 
regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 
R 

#& James A. Saric 

Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Jamie Jameson, Fluor Fernald 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald 
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 
"PROJECT SPECIFIC PLAN FOR AREA 9, PHASE I11 OUTFALL DITCH 

PREDESIGN INVESTIGATION" 

FERNALD CLOSURE PROJECT 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.1.2.1 Page # :  2-2 Lines # :  2 and 3 
Original Specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: The text states that 54 boring locations in the 

investigation area have been selected for analysis. 
However, the table presented in Appendix B indicates that 55 
boring locations are proposed for investigation. The text or 
the table in Appendix B should be revised to resolve this 
discrepancy. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.1.2.3.2.1.3 Page # :  2-4 Line # :  13 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text states that sampling locations for the area 

surrounding Manhole 181 are presented in Figure 2-3. 
Sampling locations for Manhole 181 are actually presented in 
Figure 2-4. The text should be revised to resolve this 
discrepancy. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.1.2.3.2.2 Page # :  2-4 Lines # :  22 and 23 
Original Specific Comment # :  3 
Comment: The text states that there were final remediation level 

(FRL) exceedances for total thorium and total uranium in 
four borings near the Great Miami River bank by the outfall 
line discharge. The text should be revised to refer to 
Figure 2-5, which shows the locations of the four borings. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.1.2.3.2.3 Page # :  2-5 Lines # :  1 and 2 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: The text states that boring location 1532 had an FRL 

exceedance for Cs-137 and will be investigated using 
proposed boring A9P3-MH181-16. The text should be revised 
to refer to Figure 2-4, which shows the boring locations. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Figure # :  2-3 Page # :  Not Applicable (NA) Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  5 
Comment: The figure shows 17 proposed predesign sampling 

locat!-ms for the Manhole 180 area. Howeve:- '-=? table 
presecteci in Ag-pendix B indicates that 18 c -  . .?s will be 
collected in the Manhole 180 area. Figure 2-3  or the table 
in Appendix B should be revised to resolve this discrepancy. 
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