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July 26, 2006 

Mr. Johnny Reising 
US Dept of Energy 
Ohio Field Office 
Femald Closure Project 
175 TriCounty Parkway 
Springdale, Ohio 45246 

RE: COMMENTS - CDL AND CERTIFICATION PSP FOR THE STREAM 
CORRIDORS PADDY'S RUN AND PPDD 

Mr. Reising: 

Ohio EPA has reviewed DOE'S "Transmittal of The Draft Certification Design Letter And 
Certification Project Specific Plan For The Stream Corridors Paddys Run And Pilot 
Plant Drainage Ditch (20820-PSP-O004), Rev 6" submitted June 26, 2006. Ohio EPA 
has reviewed this document and our comments are enclosed. 

If there are any questions, please contact me or Donna Bohannon. 

Sincerely , 

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

cc: Jim Saric U.S. €PA 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetratech 

. 

Q:buSWaddys Run Conidor\CDLCertPSPStreamCorPR&PPDD.cmts.wpd 
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Ohio EPA’s Comments on the CDL and Certification 
PSP For The Stream Corridors PR 8 PPDD 

Comments: 

1 I Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 1 .O Pg #: 1-1 Line #: 37 Code: E 
Original Comment #: 

Comment: The typo in the text which refers to “20  certification units, please correct. 

Commentor: OFFO 

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 1 .O Pg #: 1-1 Line #: 1 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 

Comment: The alternate for Johnny Reising has been left off Table 1-1. One needs to 
be designated and included in the document. 

Commentor: DSW 

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 2.1.2 Pg #: 2-2 Line #: 1-6 Code: C 
Original Comment #: 

Comment: This section states that not all real time coverage has been completed within 
the PWPPDD due to uneven terrain and vegetation. It is unacceptable to Ohio EPA to 
”leave out” real time data from a Certification PSP and then submit the information in 
the Certification Report. Since the SEP covers this exact issue, every effort on DOE’S 
part is expected to use the HPGe for measurements in rough terrain. However, there is 
no mention in the text of DOE using the HPGe or another method to delineate the 
areas. In addition, real time information is necessary to determine how the results from 
scanning and other optional sampling activities provide information for locating 
boundary lines of a specific area, depicting boundaries for CU’s, etc. Please include 
the data and revised maps in this document. 

Commentor: OFFO 

4. Commenting Organization: Ohio €PA 
Section #: 3 Pg #: Table 3-2 Line#: NA Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: Further justification needs to be presented regarding the dropping of 
secondary ASCOCs from the analyte list. There is nothing about the 
number/location/depth/results of samples taken for this decision. 

5. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section ._.___ #: GeneralM.0 Pg #: _ _ _ _  Line - #: _ _ _  NA Code: C ~~ ---- ~. ~- --- 

Onginal Comment#: 
Comment: Ohio EPA believes the entire approach to CU layout should be reconsidered 
to be consistent with the SEP. It appears the CU’s are primarily layed out perpendicular 
to the contours thus ensuring multiple soil types and series are included in the same 
CU. The approach called for in the SEP is that CU’s should represent similar geology 

Commentor: OFFO 

Commentor: OFFO 
_ _  - ~ _ _ _  
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and historical context so that they represent the same population of contamination data. 
It may be more appropriate to focus CU's in the flood plain, along the excavation face 
and in the upper portions. This approach should be considered in the next revision or a 
justification for the homogeneity of the existing CU layout must be provided. 

6. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 4.1 & 4.1.1 Pg #: 4-1 Line #: 6 & 17 Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: Reference here is made to 21 CU's yet only 20 are shown/addressed 
elsewhere. 

Commentor: DSW 

7. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: 4.3.1 Pg #: 4-2 Line #: Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: Considering many of the CUs lay within the footprint of Paddys Run and the 
Drainage Ditch, what will be the procedure for procuring a sample if the plotted sample 
location is underwater? 

Commentor: OFFO 

8. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Figure 4 4  Pg #: Line #: NA Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: On sub-CUs, CO-7-10 & CO-7-1 lV, the sampling locations are plotted 
directly on the sub-CU boundaries? Will these locations be relocated in the field? 

Commentor: OFFO 

9. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Appendix A Pg #: Figures A-1 - A-7 Line #: NA Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: The scale of these figures is such that one cannot see the detail. Each of 
these should be accompanied with figures that show enough detail so that the reviewer 
could determine which areas were not suitable to be surveyed by real time, and each of 
those figures should note the areas unable to be surveyed, with the appropriate reason. 
These should then be accompanied with a detailed figure showing the sampling that will 
occur in that area in lieu of real time surveying. 

Commentor: DSW 
9 

10. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Appendix A Pg #: Figures A-8 - A-I 0 
OriginWCornment#---p ~ 

Comment: These figures are confusing. These figures are labeled as precertification 
yet have a date of June 19,2006. It appears as though these were taken after removal 
of contamination from this area (post-precertification surveying). Furthermore, there is 
no mention of this area in Section 2.0 of the narrative, only of the three uranium 

Commentor: DSW 
~- - _ _  - Line #: NA Code: C 

. _ _  - - . -~ 
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locations in the PPDD. 

11. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA 
Section #: Appendix A Pg #: NA Line #: NA Code: C 
Original Comment#: 
Comment: Note that it is unacceptable to Ohio €PA to ”leave out” real time data from a 
Certification PSP and submit the information in an addendum in the final CDUPSP. 
The SEP specifically discusses how results from scanning, excavations, and optional 
sampling activities provide information for locating boundary lines of a specific area, 
depicting boundaries for CU’s, etc. Please include the data and revised maps in this 
document. 

Commentor: DSW 
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