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Joseph P. Koncelik, Director

July 9, 2006

Mr. Johnny Reising

U.S. Department of Energy
Ohio Field Office

Femald Closure Project
175 Tri-County Parkway
Springdale, Ohio 45246

RE: DISAPPROVAL- CDL AND CERTIFICATION PSP FOR THE FORMER
SWRB AREA

Mr. Reising:

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE’s Transmittal of the “Draft Certification Design Letter and
Certification Project Specific Plan For The Former Storm Water Retention Basin Area,
(20500-PSP-0015) Rev A,"” submitted on June 5, 2006. Ohio EPA disapproves the
document and our comments are enclosed.

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

Sincerely,

0@%@%@9&0 - |

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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Ohio EPA’s Comments on the
Draft CDL and Certification PSP for the

SWRB Area
Comments:
1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO
Section #: 1.2 Pg. #: 1-2 Line #: 15-16 Code: C

Original Comment #:
Comment: DOE does not provide any reasoning as to the exclusion of the center

- SWRB and the Silos Water Treatment Facility area from the scope of this Certification
PSP. Including these areas into the certification only makes sense, when considering
that possible contamination occurred via natural surface water flow from the uncertified
area, the center basin, to the East SWRB, which is under certification investigation.

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO

Section #: 2.2 Pg. #: 2-2 Line #: 19-24 Code: C

Original Comment #:

Comment: It is unacceptable to Ohio EPA to “leave out” real time data from a
Certification PSP and submit the information in an addendum in the final COL/PSP,
due to water inhibiting the scanning. The SEP discusses how results from scanning,
excavations, and optional sampling activities provide information for locating boundary
lines of a specific area, depicting boundaries for Cus, etc. Please include the data in
this document.

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO

Section #: 2.2 Pg. #: 2-2 Line #: 24-26 Code: C

Original Comment #: _ ‘

Comment: It is not a good assumption on DOE's part that “only clean
equipment/vehicles” have utilized the access road along the East SWRB, especially
considering that this road was used as a “haul road” for the excavation of the Radium
Hot Spot. DOE should real time the access road and/or consider the road it's own CU,
and propose how samples will be collected.

4. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO

Section #: Figure 4-1 Pg. #: Line #: Code: C:

Original Comment #:

Comment: DOE failed to include the entire berm of the West SWRB in the CU
boundary, SWRB-CO2. This CU should at least cover the complete berm of the West
SWRB for consistency, and a separate CU designating the center basin.

5. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO
Section #: Figure 4-3 Pg. #: Line #: Code: C
Original Comment #: :

Comment: An additional CU design for the access road, which runs along the East
SWRB, should be reconsidered as well as additional sampling locations.
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