
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

I 
Mr. William Taylor : 
US Dept. of Energy t 

! 

RE: DISAPPROVAL - CERTIFICATION DESIGN LETTER AND PSP FOR AREA 4A 

Mr. Taylor, 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE'S submittal on the "Certification Design Letter For Area 4A 
(20803-RP-0004) and Project Specific Plan Area 4A Certification Sampling (20803- 
PSP-0003) Rev A Draft" documents submitted on December 28,2004. Ohio EPA's 
comments are included on both the CDL and PSP. 

Should you have any questions, please contact Donna Bohannon or me. 

Sincerely, 

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

cc: Jim Saric, U.S. EPA 
Mark Shupe, GeoTrans, Inc. 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech EM Inc. 
Ruth Vandergrift, ODH 
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Certification Design Letter and PSP 
for Certification Sampling Area 4A 

Comments: 

1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: General Pg. #: Line #: Code: C 
Comment: The information in the CDL, in section 4.1.1, on the UST # I4  is unclear. 
The text states the SEP affirms that a UST footprint will form its own CU and a total of 
eight samples are to be collected from the sidewalls and excavation bottom. The CDL 
further states that when a UST is discovered, during remediation, the COCs are 
determined after the tank is found. Considering this, it appears DOE is not following the 
necessary criteria for 4A in the CDL or PSP. DOE needs to provide explanation on why 
only two samples from the UST footprinVCU are being collected and discuss why 
methanol was chosen as the primary COC. Also, there is no reference made to a 
previous document that would bring clarity to these issues or what happened with the 
UST. Revise the documents and the UST CU to comply with the SEP. 

Commentor: OFF0 
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