
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGIONS 

77 WEST JACKSON ~~ 

CHICAGO, IL 6060M590 F- 

April 19,' 2005 

Mr. Johnny W. Reising . , .#?. * , . ...- .. SR- 6 J 
,:A. <> ; r-, '. 

United States Department of Energy 
Fernald Closure Project 
175 Tri-County Parkway 
Springdale, Ohio 45246 

RE: OU 3 AWWT Complex Implementation 
Plan. 

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) implementation plan for above-grade Decontamination and 
Dismantlement(D&D) of the Operable Unit (OU) 3 Advanced Wastewater 
Treatment (AWWT) Complex. This implementation plan documents the 
D&D design for the AWWT. 

The document appears technically adequate, however U.S. EPA has a 
few comments on the document that must be addressed. Therefore, 
U . S .  EPA disapproves the implementation plan for the OU 3 AWWT 
Complex. U.S. DOE must submit a revised document incorporating 
adequate responses to U.S. EPA's enclosed comments within thirty 
(30) days receipt of this letter. 

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

Sincerely, 

James A .  Saric 
Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Jamie Jameson, Fluor Fernald 
Frank Johnston, Fluor  Fernald 

Rsoycled#?ecyai&k! Printed with Vegeteble Oil Basad Ink on 5096 R e c W d  Peper (20% Pastconsumer) 

Document 6535 



TECHNICAL REVIEW CO-8 ON 
"FINAL IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR TEE ABOVE-GRADE 

DECONTAMINATION AND DISMANTLEMENT OF THE 
ADVANCED WASTEWATER TREATMENT COMPLEX" 

FERNALD CLO- PROJECT 

GENERAL CO- 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  Not Applicable (NA) Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  1 
Comment: The plan describes the decontamination and 

dismantlement (D&D) Of above-grade components of the 
Advanced Wastewater Treatment (AWWT)Complex. The plan 
should reference other plans that will cover the D&D of 
the concrete slabs and the excavation and remova1,of 
the concrete slabs and contaminated soil under the AWWT 
Complex's footprint. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  2 
Comment: Many acronyms and abbreviations are used throughout the 

text; however, not all of them are listed and defined 
in the acronym list. The text should be revised to 
list all acronyms and abbreviations used in the text. 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  1.2 Page # :  1 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment #:  1 
Comment: The text states that components 51A, 51B, SlC, and G- 

Figure 1-1 on page 4 does 
008 are included in the AWWT Complex Decontamination 
and Dismantlement project. 
not show component G-008. Figure 1-1 should be revised 
to show all the components. 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 . 3 . 2  Page # :  7 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Coment: The text states that it is possible that 25,000 gallons 

of decontamination washwater may be generated during 
the decontamination of the AWWT Complex; however, the 
text does not explain how this washwater generated 
during decontamination of the building's interior will 
be contained and handled so that it does not run o f f  

E- 1 
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the work site and into the surrounding ground. 
Building slabs are rather flat, and with all the drains 
plugged, the washwater will run off the slab. The 
document should be revised to address this issue. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 . 3 . 4  Page # :  9 Line #:  NA 
Original Specific Comment #: 3 
Comment: The text states that debris may be stockpiled if the 

number of containers is limited. The text should be 
revised to state how long the debris may be stockpiled. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 . 3 . 4  Page # :  10 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: The text states, "If the debris cannot be dispositioned 

in OSDF, either because the OSDF is not open or the 
debris does not meet the OSDF Waste Acceptance Criteria 
(WAC), the preferred disposition is Envirocare via the 
WPRAP rail system." It is unclear whether debris that 
does not meet the OSDF WAC will remain in containers 
and where the containers will-be stored. The text 
should be revised to explain what will happen to debris 
that does not meet the OSDF WAC. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Comentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 . 4  Page # :  13, last paragraph Line #': NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  5 
Comment: The text states, "Further justification for not 

providing project specific air monitors comes from 
analysis of data from the Plant 7 Dismantling.. . . "  
is not clear how data from another project will be used 
to determine requirements for air monitoring during D&D 
under this project. The text should address this 
issue, specifically because it also states, "Mitigative 
measures that might be employed in the event the set 
criterion are exceeded would include an increase in 
engineering and administrative controls during a 
particular task that has be& identified as the cause 
or possible cause of elevated radiological levels." If 
the possibility of elevated radiological levels exists, 
project-specific air monitoring should be a 
requirement, not  an option. 

It 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Figure # :  2-1 Page # :  14 Line # :  NA 
Original Specifjc Comment # :  6 
Comment: The figure shows locations of various air monitoring 

stations. The figure does not show the location of the 
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. AWWT Complex. The figure should be revised to include 
the location of the AWWT Complex. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 . 5 . 1  Page # :  16 Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  7 
Comment: The text lists the following activities under facility 

shutdown: 

0 Removal of salvageable equipment 
General clean-up 
Disconnection.of utilities 

It is not clear what will be done with the various 
liquids, solids, and sediments that may still be 
present in the various tanks, vessels, and containers. 
mically before a facility is shut down, the process 
components are drained of liquids, solids are removed, 
and left-over chemicals are transferred into storage 
containers and removed from the buildings. The filter 
media are removed and disposed of, and then the 
utilities are disconnected and salvageable items are 
removed. The text should be revised to address removal 
of process liquids, solids, left-over chemicals, and 
other items. 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 - 5 . 2  Page # :  16 Line  # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  8 
Comment: The text states that a surface encapsulant will be 

applied to the internal surfaces, of duct work. The 
text should be revised to state what the surface 
encapsulant will consist of and how it will be applied 
to the internal surfaces of duct work. 

. .  
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Commenting Organization: u-3. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2.5.3 Page # :  19, concrete removal Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  9 
Comment: The text discusses removal of concrete walls: however, 

the text does not discuss removal of concrete slabs, 
footings, and foundations. The text should be revised 
to discuss removal of concrete slabs, footings, and 
building foundations. 

E-4 * .  
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