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.77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

{% e CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590

\9@;%% - UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
7

MAR 30 2005

Mr. Johnny W. Reising .
United States Department of Energy
Fernald Closure Project

175 Tri-County Parkway

Springdale, Ohio 45246

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OFS R~ 63

RE: Legacy Management and
Institutional Control Plan
Revision D, Draft Final

. 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. DOB) Responses to Comments (RTC) and the revised
comprehensive Legacy Management and Institutional Control plan
(LMIC), revision D, draft final.

The RTC appear to have addressed U.S. EPA's previous comments,
however revision D appears to be written assuming that the Site
is closed. Obviously, this is not the case. The document needs
to address specific completion dates for various closure
activities to make the document accurate. Further, revision D
has alsoc submitted revisions to the various attachments to the
document. U.S. EPA has enclosed comments on the entire document.

Therefoxe, U.S. EPA disapproves revision D of the LMIC and its
associated attachments. U.S. DOE must submit responses to comme
nts and a revised document withing (30) thirty days receipt of
this letter. . '

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

Sincerely,

7=

James A. Saric

Remedial Project Manager
Federal Facilities Section

SFD Remedial Response Branch #2

7Enc16sﬁr'ef N - - 7 o ‘

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO
Con Murphy, Fluor Fernald
Frank Johnston, Fluor Fermald
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON
"FINAL COMPREHENSIVE LEGACY MANAGEMENT AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS
PLAN, JANUARY 2006"

FERNALD CLOSURE PROJECT
SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON LEGACY MANAGEMENT PLAN {(VOLUME I)

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: Executive Summary Page #: Not Applicable(NA) Line #:Na

Original Specific Comment #: 1

-Comment: The text states that the final Comprehensive Legacy
Management and Institutional Controls Plan (IMICP) was
submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.

- EPA) and Ohio Environmental Protection Agency (OEPA) in - - i

January 2006. The LMICP is written as if all closure
activities at the Fernald Closure Project (FCP) site are
complete and the site is .in the post-closure care period.
As of January 2006, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has
not completed all closure ac¢tivities at the FCP site. The
LMICP will need to be revised in the event that anticipated
closure activities and dates change or are not met by DOE.

Commenting Organization: U.S8. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 1.3.1 Page #: 6 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: The text states that site inspections will include
perimeter areas of the site. The text should be revised to
state that interior areas of the site will also be

inspected.
Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric¢
Section #: 2.3.2 Page #: 11 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 3

Comment: This section discusses completion of site remediation
and refers to site ¢losure. However, the date of closure or
anticipated date of closure for the site is not discussed.
The LMICP should be revised to provide the date of closure
for the FCP site.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commenteor: Saric

Section #: 2.4.3 Page #: 15 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 4

Comment: The reference for the Operations and Maintenance Master
Plan (OMMP) is listed as DOE 2004d. The correct reference
for the OMMP is DOE 2006C. The text should be revised

accordingly.
Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA - Commentor: Saric
Section #: 2.4.4 Page #: 15 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 5
Comment: This section is titled Uncertified Areas and refers to
Figure 3. The text and Figure 3 implies that soil in all
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areas of the site has been certified as clean, except those
areas identified on Figure 3. As of January 2006, there are
other areas at the FCP site whexe soil c¢ertification has not
been completed. The text and Figure 3 will need to be
revisad 1f soil can not be certified as clean in other areas
of the PCP site.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS PLAN (VOLUME II)

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: Executive Summary Page #: NA Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 1

Comment: The text states that the final ILMICP was submitted to
U.S. EPA and OEPA in January 2006. The LMICP is written as
if all closure activities at the FCP site are complete and
the site is in the post-closure care period. As of January
2006, DOE has not completed all closure activities at the
FCP site. The LMICP will need to be revised in the event
that anticipated closure activities and dates change or are
not met by DOE.

Cormmenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 1.0 Page #: 1 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: The text implies that the FCP site is closed. However,
the date of closure or anticipated date of closure for the
site is not discussed. The LMICP should be revised to
provide the date of closure for the FCP site.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 1.0 Page #: 2 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 3

Comment: The text states that the On-Site Dlsposal FaClllty
(OSDF) is complete. However, the OSDF is still active and
receiving waste. The text should be revised to resolve this

discrepancy.
Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 3.1.1 Page #: 19 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 4

Comment: The text states that DOE will conduct formal, cuarterly
site inspections and refers to Table 3-1. However,
quarterly inspections may be inadequate to ensure that
prohibited activities such as digging, off-road travel,
camping, or hunting are not taking place at the site.
Weekly or monthly inspections may be more appropriate for
these prohibited activities. The text and Table 3-1 should
be revised accordingly.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 3.2.1 Page #: 25 Line #: NA
Original Specific Comment #: 5

E-2
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Comment: The text stateg that OSDF cap lnspectlons and OSDF site
area inspections will be conducted semi-annually and refers
to Table 3-2. Previous versions of the text and Table 3-2
stated that these OSDF inspections would be conducted
quarterly. The text and Table 3-2 should be revised to
state that OSDF cap inspections and OSDF site arxea
inspections will be conducted quarterly.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 4.0 Page #: 29 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 6

Comment: The text discusses corrective meagures that DOE will
take in the event that unacceptable conditions ox

_ disturbances occur at the FCP site during legacy management.

The taxt does not discuss corrective medsures that will be —~ -
implemented in the event that hunting, £fishing., swimming,
camping, and campfires are observed or detected at the FCP
site during legacy management. The text should be revised
to discuss these activities and the corrective measures that
will be implemented in the event that they are obsexved or
detected at the FCP site during legacy management.

Commenting Organization: U.$. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 5.2.2 " Page #: 35 Line #: Na

Original Specific Comment #: 7

Comment: The text states that a Residual Risk Assessment will be
completed at the FCP sita. The text should be revised to

provide the anticipated date for completion of the Residual
Risk Assessment.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Appendix #: A Page #: 37 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 8

Comment: Appendix A lists Records of Decision and associated
documents. However, the appendix does not list any
documents from 2005, such as the Draft Explanation of
Significant Differences (ESD) for Operable Unit (OU) 3 dated
August 31, 2005. Appendix A should be revised to include
the Draft ESD for QU3 and any other applicable documents

from 2005.
Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA . Commentor: Saric
Appendix #: ¢ Page #: 40 Line #: NA

Original ,Specific Comment #: 9

Comment: Appendix € lists Fernald site contact information. The
telephone number for the U.S. EPA Remedial Project Manager
should be changed to (312) 886-09892.

E-3

Ovp=4  §00/500°d  688-L ) . <uoi4  ©dgD: )0 $002-0¢-IBH



Document 6709

SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ATTACHMENT A - OPERATIONS AND MATNTENANCE
PLAN FOR AQUIFER RESTORATION AND WASTEWATER TREATMENT (OMMP)

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA - Commentor: Saric
Section #: 3.1.1.3 Page #: 3-3 Line #: NA
Original Specific Comment #: 1 _

Comment: The text states that extraction well EW-28 was replaced
in 2005 and brought online in spring of 2006. However,
spring of 2006 has not occurred. The text should be revised
to include the correct date that extraction well EW-28 was
brought online.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 3.4.2 . Page #: 3-6 Line #: NA
Original Specific Comment #: 2 o '
Comment: The text states that the backwash basin was installed in
late 2005-early 2006. The text should be revised to include
the completion date for installation of the backwash basin.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ATTACHMENT B - POST-CLOSURE CARE AND
INSPECTION PLAN (PCCIP) ‘

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 3.5 Page #: 3-8 Line #: NAa

Original Specific Comment #: 1

Comment: The text discusses taking photographs of features at the
OSDF during site inspections but does not discuss the
frequency of the site inspections. The text should be
-revised to state that photographs will be taken during site
inspections of the OSDF on a quarterly basis.

Commenting Organization: U,S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 3.5 Page #: 3-8 Line #: NA
Original Specific Comment #: 2 '

Comment: The text lists site features that should be photographed
during site inspections of the OSDF. The text should be
revised to also list (1) condition of warning sigms,

(2) evidence of burrowing animals, (3) evidence of woody
vegetation and invasive plant species, (4) evidence of
ponded water, (5) evidence of leachate seeps, and

(6) evidence of damaged monitoring wells.

Commenting Oxrganization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 6.2.1.1 Page #: 6-1 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 3

Comment: The text states that inspections of the OSDF will be
conducted semi-annually during post-closure. The text
should be revised to state that inspections of the OSDF will
be conducted quarterly during post-closure. : .
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Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentox: Saric

Section #: 6.2.2 Page #: 6-2 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 4

Comment: The text lists items that will be inspected during post-
closure inspections of the OSDF. The text should be revised
to also list evidence of damaged monitoring wells,

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 7.2 Page #: 7-1 Line #: NA
Original Specific Comment #: §

Comment: The text lists situations that may rxegquire a follow-up
inspection of the OSDF. Follow-up inspections should also
be conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of corrective

. measures and contingency repairs that are implemented at the
OSDF. The text should be revised to include these

situations.
Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Table #: 8-2 Page #: 8-4 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 6

Comment: Table 8-2 lists the inspection frequency as semi-
annually Table B8-2 should be revised to list the
inspection frequency as quarterly.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Table #: 8-4 Page #: 8-7 Line #: NA

Origiral Specific Comment #: 7

Comment: Table 8-4 lists the inspection frequency as semi-
annually. Table 8-4 should be revised to list the
inspection frequency as quarterly.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 11.0 Page #: 11-1 Line # NA

Original Specific Comment #: 8

Comment: The bullet items list reduction in inspaction frequency
as a condition that may trigger a potential need for
modification of the PCCIP. In some cases the inspection
frequency may actually need to be increased. The text
should be revised to be titled ‘change in inspection
frequency.’

SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ATTACHMENT D - INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAL
MONITORING PLAN (IEMP)

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Section #: 1.0 Page #: 1-1 Line #: NA
Original Specific Comment #: 1
Comment: The header and footer on the page are dated October 2004
©  and labeled as revision 4A. The headers and footers on all
vages of the IEMP should be revised to be dated January 2006
and revision 4B.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ATTACHMENT E - COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PLAN

(cIP)
Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentox: Saric
Attachment #: E Page #: 3 Line #: NA

Original Specific Comment #: 1

Comment: The text provides a discussion of the site'’s descrlptlon
and background. The text should be revised to discuss site
soil and groundwater contaminants of concern and site
cleanup goals.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric
Attachment #: E Page #: Appendix A-1 Line #: NA
e . _Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: The U.S. EPA contact should be changed from Gene — "~~~ -

Jablonowski to James Saric. The correct phone number should
be changed to (312) 886-0992. The correct e-mail address is
saric.james@epa.gov.
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