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Mr. James A .  Saric, Remedial Project Director 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region V - 5HRE-8J 
77 W. Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590 

Mr. Tom Schneider, Project Manager 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
401 East 5th Street 
Dayton, Ohio 45402-2911 

Dear Mr. Saric and Mr. Schneider: 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON THE OPERABLE UNIT 3 REMEDIAL DESIGN PRIORITIZATION AND 
SEQUENCING REPORT 

Reference( s) : 1. Letter, T. Schneider to J. Craig, "DOE FEMP MSL #531- 
0297 OU3 PSR - Conditional Approval", dated 
July 14, 1995. 

2. Letter, J. Craig to J. Saric and T. Schneider, "Budget 
Scenarios", dated March 22, 1995. 

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your concerns expressed in your 
July 14, 1995, letter regarding the prioritization of decontamination and 
'dismantling ( D & D )  of the Pilot Plant Complex in the Operable Unit 3 (OU3) 
Remedial Design Prioritization and Sequencing Report (PSR) (see  Reference 1). 
The PSR dismantlement schedule shows the remediation of the Pilot Plant 
Complex starting in 2019, based largely on the previously anticipated trend of 
limited site funding and other site remediation priorities. However, the 
Department of Energy (DOE) is currently pursuing an accelerated remediation 
scenario (i.e., the $276 million case), where the dismantlement of the Pilot 
Plant Complex would be scheduled to start in 1999 based upon availability o f  
funds. With the pursuit of this accelerated remediation scenario, the 
incremental increase to groundwater contamination by the Pilot Plant Complex 
would be negligible (per the Operable Unit 5 (OU5) Remedial Investigation 
Report and as discussed in Reference 2). Furthermore, this contamination 
would not migrate to off-site receptors over the four year span prior to 
remediation (as per OU5 Remedial Investigation Report and as discussed in 
Reference 2). The other significant threat, direct contact, from the Pilot 
plant Complex is controlled through administrative and engineering controls 
(e .g . ,  access control , personal protective equipment, etc.). 
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As d i s c u s s e d  i n  S e c t i o n  4.1 o f  the PSR, the  development o f  the  dismantlement  
sequence focused p r i m a r i l y  on the need t o  c l e a r  an upgrade a r e a  t o  s u p p o r t  OU5 
s o i l  remedia t ion  and t o  accommodate the  On-Property Disposa l  F a c i l i t y .  

I f  you have any q u e s t i o n s ,  p l e a s e  c o n t a c t  Anand Shah a t  (513)  648-3146. 

/ 
Si n c e r e l  y , 

FN:Shah 

cc: 

K. H .  Chaney, EM-423/GTN 
B. Skokan, EM-423/GTN 
G .  Jablonowski ,  USEPA-V, 5HRE-8J 
J .  Kwasniewski, OEPA-Columbus 
P.  H a r r i s ,  OEPA-Dayton 
M .  P r o f f i t t ,  OEPA-Dayton 
S. McClellan,  PRC 
D. Ward, GeoTrans 
F. Bel 1 ,  ATSDR 
R .  Owen, ODOH 
R.  D .  George, FERMC0/52-2 
T. Hagen, FERMC0/65-2 
C .  L i t t l e ,  FERMCO 
M .  Yates,  FERMC0/9 
AR Coordina tor  

Jack  R .  C r a i g  
Fernal d Remedi a1 Act ion  
P r o j e c t  Manager 




