
b Department of Energy 

Ohio Field Office 
Fernald Closure Project 
175 Tri-County Parkway 
Springdale, Ohio 45246 

JUN 5 2006 
(51 3) 648-31 55 

Mr. James A. Saric, Remedial Project Manager 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Region V-SRF-5 J 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590 

Mr. Thomas Schneider, Project Manager 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Southwest District Office 
401 East Fifth Street 
Dayton, Ohio 45402-29 1 1 

Dear Mr. Saric and Mr. Schneider: 

DOE-0 143 -06 

TRANSMITTAL OF RESPONSES TO OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY COMMENTS ON THE STRATEGY FOR ON SITE BENEFICIAL REUSE OF 
CLEAN CONCRETE AND OTHER SELECTED DEBRIS 

References: 1) DOE-0093-06, J. Reising, to J. Saric and T. Schneider, “Transmittal of 
Strategy for On Site Beneficial Reuse of Clean Concrete and Other Selected 
Debris,” dated March 27,2006 

2) Letter, T. Schneider to J. Reising, “Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Comments on Strategy for On Site Beneficial Reuse of Clean Concrete and 
Other Selected Debris,” dated May 18,2006 

Enclosed for your review and concurrence are responses to Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency comments on the Strategy for On Site Beneficial Reuse of Clean Concrete and Other 
Selected Debris. Upon approval, these comment responses will be incorporated into the revised 
strategy. 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at (5 13) 648-3 139. 

Sincerely, 8 4  hnny W. Reising % 
Director 



Mr. James Saric 
Mr. Tom Schneider 

Enclosure: As Stated 

cc w/ enclosure: 
G. Stegner, OWFCP 
Mary Knapp, USFWS 
M. Cullerton, Tetra Tech. 
G. Jablonowski, USEPA-V, SR-6J 
D. Samo, FCAB 
T. Schneider, OEPA (three copies of enclosure) 
M. Shupe, HSI GeoTrans 
S. Helmer, ODH 
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RESPONSES TO OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY COMMENTS 
ON THE STRATEGY FOR ON SITE BENEFICIAL REUSE OF 

CLEAN CONCRETE AND OTHER SELECTED DEBRIS 

COMMENTS: 

Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section#: NA 
Original Comment #: 1 
Comment: 

Commenter: DSW 
Pg#: NA Line #: NA Code: C 

Although Ohio EPA finds the overall strategy acceptable, description andor limits on the 
concrete should be stated. For example, either in this strategy document or a more detailed 
follow-up plan, the amount of rebar exposed in the concrete should be stated, 
maximuxdminimum sizes of concrete, etc. should be included. 

Response: Size limitations on the concrete would be very difficult to establish given the nature of the 
D&D operation. Variability in the size of the concrete was planned in the design of the 
amphibian habitat at the Southern Waste Units (SWUs). The concrete will be placed and 
then choked with smaller stone and gravel to create a level slope. Rebar is present in a 
portion of the concrete that will be placed at the SWUs. Without completely pulverizing the 
concrete, it will be difficult to remove all rebar from the concrete. Pulverizing the concrete 
will not be practical and will compromise the overall design. Therefore, excessive, exposed 
rebar will be cut with a shear and removed from the concrete during the placement and 
before it is covered with choke stone. 

Action: The Strategy will be revised to include a discussion of removal of the rebar. Rebar will be 
sheared off of the concrete as close to the surface as practicable. Shearing will occur during 
placement in the SWUs. As much exposed rebar as practicable will be removed from the 
concrete prior to placement of the cover choke stone. 

Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Silo Slabs 
Original Comment #: 2 
Comment: 

Commenter: DSW 
Pg#: NA Line#: NA Code: C 

A “softer” approach is recommended, considering and incorporating design ideas from 
stakeholders and the University of Cincinnati. For example, rather than coating the entire 
parking area with 4” of asphalt, grass drainage swales, pavers that allow infiltration, a few 
trees, etc., could be incorporated into the design. 

Response: 

Action: 

DOE agrees that trees and other plantings should be incorporated into the design of the Silos 
Pad area. Without having the benefit of the final design for the area, leaving areas unpaved 
or unimproved at this point would require speculation on the final design. Above-grade 
planters can be incorporated into the final design to add plants. Worst case, small areas of 
pavement and underlying stone can be removed and backfilled with soil to support trees and 
planting areas. 

None required. 

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commenter: OFF0 
Section #: Figure 2 Pg#: NA Line# NA Code: C 
Original Comment #: 3 
Comment: Figure 2 designates two areas with hash marks however, only one is labeled with a name, 

“Former Silos Warehouse.” Please label or provide information on the other “hashed” area. 

Response: The second area with hash marks is the access road leading to the Multi-Use Educational 
Facility (MUEF) and the well infrastructure to the north of the MUEF. 

Action: The figure will be revised to appropriately label the access road. 


