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October 6,2005 

Mr. William Taylor 

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

- 
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.... I , . , : . , , I :  U.S. Department.of Energy ..-. - -___._, ._ 

RE: COMMENTS- EXCAVATION PLAN FOR AREA 7 SUPPORT AND SILOS 
PROCESS AREAS 

Mr. Taylor: 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE’S ”Excavation Plan for Area 7 Support and Silos Process 

comments are enclosed. 
Area, (20500-PL-0003) Rev A DRAFT,” dated September 6, 2005. Ohio EPA’s 1 

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

Sincerely, 

8 

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

cc: Jim Saric, U.S. EPA 
Mark Shupe, HSI GeoTrans 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech EM Inc. 

Q:bu5\A7\EvPlnSupphsilosprocareas.irrpd , 
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________  Excavation Plan for Area 7 Support and Silos Process Area 
_______ 

Comments: 

1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 1 .O Pg#: 1-2 Line #: 25-27 Code: C 
Comment: According to this section, additional bounding samples are still being taken 
and analyzed. Submittal of incomplete documents is unacceptable. All predesign 
bounding should be completed and included in the Excavation Plan document. Not 
having enough time to properly preform predesign characterization due to DOE 
accelerated schedule issues is not an excuse for incomplete submittals. This issue has 
come up previously, and in the Responses to Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
Comments on the Draft Excavation Plan for Area 7 Silos and General Area, dated 
August 17,2005, comment # 3, DOE agreed. 

Commentor: OFFO 

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 2.3.2 Pg #: 2-5 Line #: 24-29 Code: C 
Comment: This section is unclear and does not provide information as to whether it was 
laterally bound, and if it was whether physical samples or real-time was used. The text 
only states that “it may be possible to bound the area.” DOE has previously bound 
areas before excavations have taken place. Due to the pace of things being increased 
at the site, DOE has taken on the attitude of doing bounding as they excavateand not 
following normal procedures. Include information into the document that makes it clear 
what actions will be taken to bound the area. 

Commentor: OFFO 

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 2.3.2 Pg #: 2-6 Line #: 30-,33 Code: C 
Comment: Once again, this area was not bound to the northwest. This section 
mentions additional sampling (A7-SA-52) will be done tq bound this area. Provide 
results for this sampling location and any others that should have been done prior to 
this submittal to bound this location. 

Commentor: OFFO 

4. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 2.3.3 Pg #: 2-7 Line #: 19-23 Code: C 
Comment: This section does not include any information in regards to when the soil will 
be sampled or scanned to demonstrate that it is clean. Again, this information needs to 
be-provided-in-the-text. 

’ Cornmentor:. OFFO 

5. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.3.1, 99X-5500-G-00904 notes 4 and 5 Pg #: 3.3 Line #: 29-37 Code: C 
Comment: Water that collects in above WAC excavations, area north of the SWRB, 
and the C A M  excavations will be held for treatment in the C A W .  However other 
excavation water is to be pumped for eventual discharge, without testing, to the PPDD. 
Water in excavations needs to be tested prior to discharge and those that are above 

Commentor: DSW 

Printed on Recy&ed Paper Ohio EPA is an Equal Opportunity Employer 

Document 6617 



ground water FRLs for any Contaminant should be sent for treatment rather than 
discharged to the PPDD. .. 
6. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.4 Pg #: 3.5 Line #: 1-31 Code: C 
Comment: Water should not be held in excavations longer than absolutely necessary 
prior to being sent to the C A W  for treatment. We have specified a maximum of 24 
hours previously. The capacity of the C A M  basin and the potential open excavation 
water load need to be calculated so that there is sufficient capacity to remove water 
from excavations within this time frame. 

7. Commenting organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 3.5.1 Pg #: 3-6 Line #: 17-20 Code: C 
Comment: This section contradicts what is presented in section 2.3.1 and shown on 
Figure 2-8. Section 2 of this document states that there are 2 AWAC areas as well. 
Both sections agree that the K-65 trench is an AWAC area, but the other area listed in 
section 2 is a small area located north of the K-65 trench. Section 3 refers to the 
sediments in the SWRB as the only other AWAC area in the document. Reconcile 
these two sections. 

Commentor: DSW 

Commentor: OFFO 

8. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 3.5.3 Pg#: 3-8 Line #: 2 Code:C 
Comment: This line states that the excavations covered under this area will remove 
401,000 yd3 of above-FRL but below-WAC soil. This number greatly exceeds the 
design capacity of the remaining cell area available, and does not correspond with the 
excavations proposed in the document. It appears to be a typo, please correct. 

Commentor: OFFO 

1 
9. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.5.3 Pg #: 3-8 Line #: 6-1 1 Code: C 
Comment: This section discusses excavating soil from the existing isolation trenches. 
These trenches are being excavated because of suspected contamination, not because 
of sampling results. When will these trenches be backfilled, and how will they be 
sampled prior to backfill to confirm below-FRL results? 

Commentor: OFFO 

10. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA Commentor: OFFO 
Section #: 3 5 5  Pg #: 3-9 Line #: 28-32 Code: C 
Comment: This section, along with other sections and documents mentions a small 
area that will need to be take;; care of as part of Area 10. These small pipe areas, 
underground utility areas, etc., should be placed on a map that can be updated with 
new information during each submittal. This will assist everyone in making sure all of 
the ‘pieces parts’ stay tracked and none get overlooked-when remediating Area 10. - 
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1-1 .-Commenting-OrganizationLOhio-EPA Gomrnentor:-OFFO 
Section #: 3.5.5 Pg #: 3-10 Line #: 6-9 Code: C 
Comment: Why is the design to reinstall the OSDF Leachate Line not included in this 
document? Please submit this drawing. 

12. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 3.8 Pg #: 3-14 Line #: 11-15 Code: C 
Comment: This section refers to technical specification 02206, which was not included 
in the package for review. Please include this technical specification. This section 
refers to "Interim Restoration" however, the grading described appears to be "interim 
grading" and noted in the first sentence and is as defined in that sentence, i.e., to  
prevent unsafe working conditions. Interim restoration would be grading to approach 
the final design in the NRRDP for that area and vegetate according to the seeding 
specification. Section 3.8 is better titled "interim Grading." 

Commentor: OFF0 
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