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RE: DISAPPROVAL - EXCAVATION PLAN FOR THE STREAM CORRIDORS 
PPDD AND PADDYS RUN 

Mr. Taylor: 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE'S Transmittal of the "Draft Excavation Plan For The 
Stream Corridors Pilot Plant Drainage Ditch and Paddys Run (20820-PL-0002) Rev A, 
dated May 17,2005. Based upon this review, Ohio EPAs comments are enclosed. 

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

Sincerely, 

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

cc: Jim Saric, U.S. EPA 
Mark Shupe, HSI GeoTrans 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech EM'lnc. 
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EXCAVATION PLAN.FOR THE STREAM CORRIDORS 
PILOT PLANT DRAINAGE DITCH & PADDYS RUN 

Comments: 

1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: General Pg #: Line #: Code: C 
Comment: Throughout, the plan uses the background analysis of arsenic 
concentrations in subsoils as basis for surface arsenic contamination to be considered 
background. It even goes so far as to use the argument that nearby samples with 
additional above FRL concentrations are supporting evidence for background levels. 
This approach is not supported by the FRL development process or any statistical 
analysis that I can see. There may well be good reasons for not chasing slightly 
exceeding FRL surface soil concentrations of arsenic, but the arguments presented in 
this document are not vatid and simply place a bad impression on any reasonable 
approach that might be developed. 

In order to more appropriately assess the extent of arsenic contamination within the 
stream corridors addressed by this plan, we need a map(s) that plots all sampling 
locations, arsenic concentrations and depths of those concentrations. Somehow 
highlighting those exceeding the FRL would be useful. A similar map for uranium 
contamination would be useful in the evaluation. Obviousty the widespread natqre of 
this issue within the plan area will necessitate our disapproval of the document and the 
need for excavation to await an appropriate resolution. 

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 1 .O Pg #: 1-1 Line #: 20-25 Code: C 
Comment: It was Ohio EPA's understanding that the final disposition for the railroad 
trestle was undecided. The trestle was to remain to facilitate the trail system for,site 
remediation activities., 

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 1 .O ' ' Pg #: 1-1 Line #: 27-28 Code: C 
Comment: The bounding of this area of radium contarnination is not clear. From the 
description in the text, it appears to be a single sample result (PRT-22R4) and, due to 
its proximity to the silos, the possibility of more extensive contamination than 3 cubic 
yards seem likely. 

Commentor: DSW 

Cornmentor: DSW 

4. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 1 .O Pg #: 1-1 Line #: 25 Code: C 
Comment: Line 25 states that there will be "no excavation for contamination" in regards 
to the PR Train Trestle. This sentence seems inappropriate and premature, especially 
if contamination is found. 

Commentor: OFFO 
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5. Commenting organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 2.1; 2.4.2 Pg #: 2-2: 2-7 Line #: 17-1 9; 26-33 Code: C 
Comment: The bounding of this area of radium contamination is not clear. From the 
description in the text, it appears to be a single sample result (PRT-22R4) and, due to 
its proximity to the silos, the possibility of more extensive contamination than 3 cubic 
yards seem likely. Our assumption has been that there will be a large scale soil 
removal between the silos and the Paddys Run in this area, including the large amount 
of rip rap placed along the bank of Paddys Run. What evidence exists that this removal 
will be limited to 3 cubic yards of soil? 

Commentor: DSW 

7 .  Commenting Organization: OEPA 
Section #: 2.4.2 Pg.#: 2-5 Line #: 23 Code: C 
Original Comment ## 
Comment: This line states that three total uranium areas were identified, then states 
these four areas were bound . . . Please correct. 

Commentor: OFF0 

8. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 2.4.2 Pg #: 2-8 Line #: 1-1 1 Code: C 
Comment: In the dataset, sample RTB-2 has a Radium 226 result of 9.99 and 7%3 
pCi/g at 0-0.5 and 1-1.5 depths, respectively. The only RTB sample location I could 
locate is on figure 2-5, at RTB-3. I assume that RTB-2 is also at or near this location. 
However neither in the narrative nor on the figures is there a location RTB-2 discussed 
as exceeding the Radium 226 FRL (of 2.9 pcilg). Is there no remediation planned for 
the oxbow area or for sample location RTB-2? 

9. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Fig 2-8 Pg #: NA Line #: NA Code: C 
Comment: There is no indication on this drawing of the locations of samples other than 
those above the FRL. Note that the other figures indicate all sampling locations. It is 
impossible to tell if sampling was adequate in the Pilot Plant Drainage Ditch without 
showing all the sampling locations. Please provide a figure that includes all sampling 
locations. 

10. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Fig 2-8 & Drawing 99X-55004-00884 Pg #: NA Line #: NA 
Comment: The sampling location above the FRL (PPDDH-4) on figure 2 does not 
appear to be a soil removal location indicated on drawing 99X-5500-6-00884, although 
the other three locations seem to appear on drawing 99X-5500-6-00884. 

Commentor: DSW 

1 
Commentor: DSW 

Commentor: DSW 
Code: C 
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1 1 .  Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.1.1 Pg #: 3-2 Line #: 13-15 Code: C 
Comment: The addition of a silt fence to the outlet of the retention basin will slow flow to 
the PPDD. The retention basin is located north of the soil removal area bounded by 
point numbers 11-14 on drawing 99X-5500-G-00884. 

- J~ly-12,2005 _ .  

Commentor: DSW 

12. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.1 . I  Pg #: 3-2 Line #: NA Code: C 
Comment: I have a concern about the proposed entry into Paddys Run at the Railroad 
trestle. After the removal action in this area, there was significant erosion from the 
sheet flow coming from the wooded area concentrating at about the proposed road 
area, then flowing into Paddys Run. Some logs were placed to slow and spread this 
flow to reduce the erosion. if no alternate road location is found suitable, great care 
and preparation must be made to prevent the erosive flow into Paddy Run at this 
location. Also great care was taken to armor and vegetate the stream bank where entry 
is proposed. It seems counterproductive to remove that. 

13. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: DSW n 

Section #: 3.2 Pg #: 3-2 Line #: 22-24 Code: E 
Comment: This sentence does not seem to make sense. It appears that two sentences 
may have been combined and/or the sentence should end after “Paddys Run Debris 
Removal.” 

Commentor: DSW 

. 

14. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA commentor: OFFO , I  

Section #: 3.2.1 Pg #: 3-2 Line #: 34 Code: C f 

Comment: This sentence states that the haul route “will be different“ for all three of the 
excavation areas in the PPDD. This information should be provided in this excavation 
plan. Include the appropriate figures for the three haul routes that will be utilized during 
this excavation. 

15. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.2.1 Pg #: 3-2 - 3-3 Line#: - Code: C 
Comment: The text does not mention that the IMHR is being certified. According to 
DOE’s CDL for A2P2 - Subarea 3 IMHR, it states that this haul road will be used for 
“clean traffic in and out of the Silos Project area.” It is not clear in the text of the PPDD 
excavation plan whether the IMHR will be used for “clean” hauling andlor contaminated 
material. In fact, the plan is contradicting. In one paragraph, it states that care will be 
taken not to impact the IMHR with contaminated material and in another paragraph 
states it will be used to haul contaminated material. It only makes sense if an area is 
certified, DOE would want to keep it certifiably clean and, in this case, find an alternate 
route to haul. 

Commentor: OFF0 

Plinhd on Rmded Pspar Ohio EPA is an Equal Opportuntty Employer 

Document 6577 



Mr. Taylor 
July 12, 2005 . .  

Page 4 

16. Commenting Organization: OEPA 
Section #: 3.2.2 Pg.#: 3-4 Line #: 4-7 Code: C 
Original Comment # 
Comment: This section doesn't discuss the issue of when or if contaminated material 
are found whether they will be scanned and/or sampled, to determine the extent of the 
contamination and the excavation area. 

Commentor: OFFO 

17. Commenting Organization: OEPA 
Section #: 3.2.3 Pg.#: 3 4  Line #: 23-24 Code: C 
Original Comment # 
Comment: This section mentions the riprap that was placed along the bank of Paddys 
Run to stabilize it. If this is not being remowed under the stream corridors excavation 
plan, when will this debris be removed? 

Commentor: OFFO 

18. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.4 Pg #: 3-5 Line #: 9-10 Code: C 
Comment: Bringing in additional fill for the bottom of the PPDD may not be needed. 
This drainage ditch may facilitate groundwater infiltration by leaving these excavations 
unfilled, provided there are no safety issues with doing so. 

Commentor: DSW 

19. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Tech Specs Pg #: 2 of 3 Line #: Code: C 
Comment: Item 3.2 states that the IMHR will be controlled as a contamination area. 
Apparently, this is a cut and paste error. ' Please make the appropriate corrections. 

Commentor: OFFO 
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