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175 Tri-County Parkway 
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RE: A7 Excavation Plan . 
Dear Mr. Reking: . 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has 
completed its review of the United States Department of Energy's 
( U . S .  DOE) Area 7 Silos and general area excavation plan.  ' This 
plan describes the remediation of debris and impacted soil in 
Area 7. 

The document is missing information regarding post excavation 
activities and' other specifications. U.S. EPA has enclosed comments on the document. Therefore U.S. EPA disapproves t$e Area 
7 excavation plan. U.S. DOE must submit a revised document and 
responses to comments within thirty ( 3 0 )  days receipt of this 
letter. 

please contact me at 
regarding this matter. ' 

(312) 886-0992 if you have any questions 

Sincerely, t 

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

Enclosure 

. _ _  - .. . -  - .~ - - - -  
_ ~ _  . ._ .. ._ . ~ -. - .-... - - -- - - -  - -  --- ~ - - ~  -- -~ - - ~ 

c c :  Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Con Murphy, Fluor Fernald 
Frank Johnston, Fluor Fernald 
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bcc w/enclosure: 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech 
Gene Jablonowski, SR-6J 

0 

bee w/o enclosure: 
Brian Barwick, ORC 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 
"TRE DRAFT EXCAVATION PLAN --- FOR-THE-AREA_;I_-SILOS-.AM) -GENERAZ-AREA" - .- 

FERUALD CLOSTJRE PROJECT - 
GENERAL COMMENT 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  Not Applicable (NA) Page #: NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  1 
Comment: The plan describes a number of excavations at various 

locations in Area 7. It is not clear, however, what 
will be done after the excavations are completed. 
plan does not discuss any type of backfilling or 
revegetation of the excavated areas. It is also not 
clear whether the excavations that create deep holes 
will be backfilled to prevent storm water from 
accumulating in those holes. Because the site soils 
are of low permeability, the holes will likely contain 
standing water after storm events. The plan should be 
revised to clarify these matters. 

The 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor; Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text refers to various specification sections, but 

no specifications are included in the plan. Also, 
Appendix D includes a list of specification sections 
that should be included. The plan should be revised to 
include all pertinent specifications in order to 
facilitate a complete review. - 9 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Commentor: Saric 
Drawing s Page # :  MA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  3 
Comment: Typically excavation work is shown on cross sections 

and profiles so that the volumes of materials to be 
removed can be estimated. Cross sections and profiles 
ar e-a 1 so-ne eded-t 0-s how-f-i-na-lgrade s-and-requi-red- 
slopes. No such cross sections and profiles are 
included in the drawings for excavation of Area 7. The 
drawings should be revised to include cross sections 
and profiles clearly showing the proposed finished- _ _ _ _  
grades and required slopes. 

_ - -  
._ - - 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS 
-~ 

Commenting Organization: U . S .  EPA Cornentor: Saric 
Section # :  1.2.2 Page # :  1-7 . Lines #r6 to 8 
Original Specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: The text refers to a 60-inch-diameter overflow line 

that was installed from the Storm Sewer Lift S t a t i o n  t o  
what is now known a s  the Storm Sewer Outfall Ditch. 
The text also cites Figure 1-2 in this regard. Figure 
1-2, however, does not show the overflow line or the 
ditch. The figure should be revised to show the 
locations of the overflow line and ditch, or the 
citation of Figure 1-2 should be deleted. 

Commenting Organization: U.S..EPA . Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  3 . 5  Page # :  3 - 6  Lines # :  18 and 19 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text states that "slope stability requirements 

shall be as stated in technical specification Section 
02205." Specification Section 02205 is not included in 
the plan and therefore cannot-be reviewed. 
Specification Section 02205 should be included in the 
revised plan. 

Commenting Organization: W.S. EPA Commentor! Saric 
Appendix D Page #:NA Line # :  NA 
Original Specific Comment # :  3 
Comment: The specification sections listed in Appendix D are not 

included in the plan and therefore cannot be reviewed. 
The appendix should be revised to explain why the 
pertinent specifications are not included for review. 

9 
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