
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEaION AGENCY 
REGION 5 

77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD 
CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590 

REPLY TO WE AlTEhlYlON O F  
N o v  1 5  2008 

Mr. Johnny W. Reising SR- 6 J 
United States Department of Energy. 
Fernald Closure Project 
175 Tri-County Parkway 
Springdale, Ohio 45246 

RE: Area 7 Silos and Support Area 
Certification Report 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has 
completed its review of the United Statea Department of Energy's 
( U . S .  DOE) draft certification report f o r  Area 7 Si los  and support 
area. The document provides certification information and data to 
demonstrate the soil in this area meets the final remediation 
levels. 

Although this document is consistent with other certification 
reports, there are discrepancies within the report t h a t  must be 
addressed. Therefore, U.S. EPA disapproves the certification 
report for the Area 7 Silos and support area. U . S .  DOE must submit 
responses to comments and a revised document within thirty ( 3 0 )  
days r e c e i p t  of this letter. 

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

Sincerely, I 

&mes A.  Saric 
Remedial Projec t  Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Con Murphy, Fluor Fernald 
Frank Johnston, Fluor Fernald 



TECBmJICAzl REVIEW CnrWM'nrurlrS ow 
"CgRTZFICATIOW REPORT FOR T&E A&EA 7 SIMS AND SUPPORT -* 

8PECXFIC COmmmB 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section #: Executive Summary Page t: ES-1 Lines #: 35 and 36 
Original specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: The text  states that certification w i t s  (CUI 2, 11, 12, 

13, and 15 f a i l e d  the statistical a,nd/ox hotsgot  criterion. 
The text ahould be revised to state that CU-10 failed the 
hotsgot criterion for several golyaromatic hydrocarbons 
(PAH) and aroclor-1254. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Table 8:  2-1 Page # :  2-SLines #:  Not Applicable (NA) 
original Specific Comment #: 2 
Comment: Table 2-1 is missing chromium as a secondary constituent 

of concern (COC) for Area 7. Table 2-1 should be revised to 
include chromium as a secondary COC for Area 7. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA ' Commentor: Saxic 
Section #:  5.1 Page 8 :  5-1 Linea #: 28 through 31 
Original Specific Comment #: 3 
Comment: T h e  text  s t a t e s  that several PAHS exceeded the hotspot 

criterion but no action was taken because there is no risk- 
based action to be taken f o r  these ecological COCs. The text 
should be revised to provide more detail as to why 
additional s o i l  was not excavated from this hotspot in CU 
10. 
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