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April 28, 2005 

Mr. William Taylor 
US Department of Energy . 
Ohio Field Office 
Femald Closure Project 
176-Tri County Parkway 
Springdale, Ohio 45246 

RE: COMMENTS - EXCAVATION PLAN FOR THE A6 FPA 

Dear Mr. Taylor: 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE'S submittal on the "Transmittal of the  Draft Excavation 
Plan for the Area 6 Former Production Area" received on March 14, 2005. Ohio E P A s  
comments are attached. 

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

Sincerely, 

P Thomas A. Schneider 
Femald Project Manager 
Office of Federal Facilities Oversight 

cc: , Jim Saric, U.S. EPA. 
Mark Shupe, GeoTrans, Inc. 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech EM Inc 
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Excavadon Plan for the A6 FPA 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 1.3.3 Pg. #: 1-6 Line #: 2-3 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: "Permanent seeding will be placed over the remediated area once 
precertification of each workable area .has been performed". This is not acceptable. 
Permanent seeding is to take place after certification. Please correct. 

Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 1.3.6 Pg #: 1-6 Line #: 17 Code: C 
Comment: The reference should be made to "the latesvfinal revision of the NRRP". 

Commenting Organization: OERA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: f.4.1 Pg. #: 1-6 Line #: 30-32 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: It is stated in sentences 30-32 that water collected from the excavation area 
will be pumped to a "newly constructed sedimentation basin." The document shows a 
proposed basin in Appendix B - is this the one being discussed? It is not mentioned 
within the text or referenced to Appendix B. In addition, no details are provided as to 
when this basin washrill be constructed. Provide the necessary information regarding 
the new basin. 

Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 1.4.1 Pg #: 1-6 to 1-7 Line #: NA Code: C 
Comment: This section only incidentally mentions the C A M .  The general concept 
portrayed is that the current treatment systems will continue to be available during the 
remediation of Area 6 (e.g. AWWT phase II, SWRB). More specific information needs 
to be presented as to how water handling will occur in absence of the existing treatment 
systems (e.g. A M  phase \ I ,  SWRB) and with only the C A M .  

Commentor: DSW 

<. 

Commentor: DSW 

Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 1.4.2 Pg #: 1-7 Line #: 14-17 , Code: E 
Comment: Remove either "approval of" or "has been reviewed and approved". 

Commentor: DSW 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 2.3.2 ' Pg. #: 2-7 Line #: 4-13 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: The bounding and excavation approach described here does not follow the 
SEP nor does conducting a "partial excavation," shifting it to another area and once 
sampling results are back continue to excavate at a later date. This is unacceptable to 
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Ohio EPA. Physical sample results'are required to bound an area, therefore without 
bounding results this excavation and delineation of this small section should be 
included in the Area 7 and not Area 6. 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 2.3.2 Pg. #: 2-8 Line #: 15-37 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: These two sections describe areas where four historical above-FRL samples 
are located. Additional samples were not taken due to debris above the locations. 
These lokations need to be captured in this design for excavation. It is unacceptable to 
plan future sampling for delineation after the excavation plan has been submitted. As 
stated in the SEP "All area-specific information (e.g. RVFS and additional predesign 
investigation data) required to delineate excavation area and conduct soil 
remediation. ..will be presented". 

- .  
... 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 

Original Comment #: 
Comment: Boring SP-3 has an above-FRL sample result, but is not being included for 
excavation under this plan. Please present a justification for not capturing this arsenic 
point. 

. Section #: 2.3.2 Pg. #: 2-8 Line #:41-44 Code: C 

Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.3 Pg #: NA Line #: NA Code: C 
Comment: Several references are made in this section to sending water for treatment 
in the SWRB. The SWRB is scheduled for removal in Nbvember. What contingency is 
planned for water handling if the SWRB is no longer available and remediation of this 
project is not yet complete? Although the basins within the excavation area are 
designed to hold a 10 year storm event, historically the on site holding capacity for this 
design has been exceeded due to the nature of rainfall patterns here (several rain 
events in succession). Once the SWRB is'removed, some contingency needs to be in 
place for dealing with significant rain events. 

Commentor: DSW 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 3.4 Pg: #: 3-5 Line #: 34-36 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: This section mentions parts along the perimeter of 3A and 4A will be 
excavated during these AGFPA activities. Please provide more details on these areas 
to be excavated. 
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Commenting Organization: OEPA Cornrnentor: OFFO 

Original Comment #: 
Comment: Are these isolation trenches for 3A and 4A the areas mentioned in the 
previous comment? More details are needed on 3A and 4A activities under this scope 
of work. 

Commenting Organization: OEPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 3.5 Pg. #: 3-8 Line #: 29-37 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 
Comment: This section does not mention any sampling of the overburden soil that is to 
be stockpiled. The only mention of sampling is at the bottom of the excavation. It says 
that if the bottom of the excavation is sampled and determined clean, the overburden 
will be placed into the excavation. It is unacceptable to sample the bottom of an 
excavation and based on those results call the top clean. 

. Section #: 3.4.3 Pg. #: 3-7 Line #: 19-20 Code: C 
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