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Mr. Johnny Reising 
US Dept of Energy 
Ohio Field Office 
Fernald Closure Project 
175 Tri County Parkway 
Springdale, Ohio 45246 
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RE: COMMENTS -WASTE PITS AREA AND PADDYS RUN NATURAL RESOURCE 
RESTORATION DESIGN PLAN 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOES March 7, 2006 Transmittal Of The Waste Pits Area and 
Paddys Run Natural Resource Restoration Design Plan (20600-PL-0006) Rev 2, Final." 
Ohio EPAs comments are enclosed. 

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

Sincerely, 

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

cc: Jim Saric, U.S. EPA 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech EM Inc. 
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Waste Pits Area and Paddy8 Run 
Natural Resource Restoration Design Plan 

Comments: 

1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 1 .O Pg #: 1-1 Line#: NA Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: The document states that DOE'S approach for "ecological restoration" at 
Femald is outlined in the Natural Resource Restoration Plan (DOE 2002c), and this 
document is part of the "tentative agreement for resolving natural resource damage 
liability under CERCLA." What this document fails to point out is that the NRRP has not 
been finalized or approved by the Agencies. Considering this, any restoration projects 
cannot yet be considered complete, 

Commentor: OFF0 

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 4 Pg #: NA Line #: NA Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: New wetland areas should be "seeded" with muck from existing established 
wetland areas. 

Commentor: DSW 

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 4.3.1 81 Table 4-1 Pg #: 4-3 & 4-4 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: Plants with very different habitat requirements are noted in the same 
planting area. Care must be taken in placing these in the appropriate locations within a 
planting area. For example, planting area WP-1 has both Pin Oak (COW -3) aqd Black 
Oak (COW 5). The Black Oak needs to be planted in upland, dry areas, and the Pin 
Oak placed in the wetlswampy areas. Note also that according to ODNR: 

Pin Oak suffers from a quirk of commercial nursery production, in that most trees 
originate from southern sources with very acidic soils, and when transplanted to neutral 
or alkaline soils, suffer tremendously from leaf chlorosis with a resulting loss of vigor. 
The lesson still not learned is to use local seed sources for growing trees, when there 
will be a problem of any type. Planting Requirements - Pin Oak, when found as a 
native tree in its local ecosystem, is genetically adapted to the pH of the soil in that 
area. However, acorns, bare root saplings, or balled and burlapped trees often come 
from non-local sources, and are usually taken from areas with acidic soils. If planted in 
areas with neutral or alkaline soils, a chlorotic and sickly tree will result. 
Source: httD://www.dnr.state.oh.us/forestry/trees/oak oin.htm 
I did not see any Quercus muehlenbergii on the plant list and thought this both 
appropriate, planted previously, and readily available. 

Commentor: DSW 
Line #: NA Code: C 
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4. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 4.3.4 Pg #: 4-8 
Original Comment##: 
Comment: Once determined, locations of wildlife amenities should be shown on the 
drawings. 

Commentor: DSW 
Line #: NA Code: C 

5. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 4.4.3 Pg #: 4-9 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: The invasive species of concern include, but are not limited to, the 
following: bush honeysuckle, wild grape, phragmites, multiffora rose, cattail (Typha 
spp.), thistle (Cirsiun spp.) and garlic mustard as noted in previous NRRDPs. Some of 
these may appear in areas that are not seeded (e.g., Phragmites, cattail (Typha spp.)) 
and some have gone to great lengths to remove/control in other restoration areas with 
great success (e.g., bush honeysuckle). Although this section limits invasive species 
control to seeded areas, effort should be applied to other areas to facilitate long-term 
maintenance of the site. 

Commentor: DSW 
Line #: NA Code: C 

6. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 5.2.3 Pg #: 5-3 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: This differs from the description of soil amendment addition in section 4.2. 
Although spreading and tracking of compost is described for wetland basins to maintain 
integrity of the compaction of the basin, other areas (e.g., flood plain) include ripping of 
soil 18 inches deep, then adding and tilling of compost into the top eight inches 9f soil. 

7. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 6.0 Pg #: 6-1 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: There appears to be disconnect between the various project specific 
monitoring requirements and the Legacy Management IEMP monitoring. Correctly, this 
section calls for annual monitoring of gradient control structures, and states that this will 
be conducted by the DOE Office of Legacy Management. However, there is no place in 
the IEMP, which is the monitoring document for the DOE Office of Legacy 
Management, that mentions this monitoring requirement. 

Commentor: DSW 
Line #: NA Code: C 

Commentor: DSW 
Line #: NA Code: C 
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