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R UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
g REGIONS 5
(&M 8 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD
g’ CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590
mr 3 o m REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
Mr. Johnny W. Reising SR-6J

United States Department of Energy
Fernald Closure Project

175 Tri-County Parkway

Springdale, Ohio 45246

RE: Storm Water Retention Basin
Area Certification Report

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. DOE) certification report for the former storm water
retention basin area. The document provides certification
information and data to demonstrate the soil in this area meets the
final remediation levels.

This report is consistent with other certification reports.
However, there are discrepancies within the report that must be
addressed. Therefore, U.S. EPA disapproves the certification
report for the former storm water retention basin area. U.S. DOE
must submit responses to comments and a revised document within
thirty (30) days receipt of this letter.

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

Sincerely,
ames A. Saric
Remedial Project Manager

Federal Facilities Section
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2

Enclosure

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO
Con Murphy, Fluor Fernald
Frank Johnston, Fluor Fernald
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON
"CERTIFICATION REPORT FOR THE FORMER STORM WATER RETENTION BASIN
AREA"™

FERNALD CLOSURE PROJECT

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 2.2.4 Page #: NA Lines #: Not Applicable (NA)

Original Specific Comment #: 1

Comment: The notes in Figures 2-3, 2-4, and 2-5 of the
certification report refer to other figures (Figures 4-3, 4-
4, and 4-5). Figures 4-3, 4-4, and 4-5 were part of the
certification design letter and project specific plan. The
notes in Figures 2-3, 2-4, and 2-5 of the certification
report should be revised to refer to Figures 2-3, 2-4, and
2-5 that are included as part of the certification report.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric

Section #: 5.1.1 Page #: 5-1 Lines #: 24 and 25

Original Specific Comment #: 2

Comment: The text states certification unit (CU) SWRB-C04 passed
all of the certification criteria. However, data presented
on page B-15 in Appendix B indicates that uranium exceeded
the final remediation level (FRL) of 82 milligram per
kilogram (mg/kg) in sample location SWRB-C04-3 (96.3 mg/kg)
and no statistical analysis was performed. The table for CU
SWRB-C04 in Appendix B should be revised to include a
statistical analysis for uranium and the text in Section
5.1.1 should be revised if necessary.

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor:  Saric

Section #: 5.1.1 Page #: 5-1 . Lines #: 28 through 32

Original Specific Comment #: 3

Comment: The text states that within CU SWRB-C05 that sample
location SWRB-C05-13 exceeded the Aroclor-1254 final
remediation level (FRL) of 130 micrograms per kilogram
(ug/kg) and was removed because it was located in an area of
known buried asbestos. The text should be revised to state
whether the known buried asbestos was excavated and removed.
Also, data presented on page B-16 in Appendix B indicates
that Aroclor-1254 exceeded the FRL of 130 ug/kg in sample
location SWRB-C05-8 (180 ug/kg) and no statistical analysis
was performed. The table for CU SWRB-CO5 in Appendix B
should be revised to include a statistical analysis for
Aroclor-1254 using sample location SWRB-C05-8 as the maximum
result and the text in Section 5.1.1 should be revised if
necessary.





