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September 7, 2007

Ms Jane Powell

Fernald Site Mger
DOE-LM-20.1

10995 Hamilton Cleves Hwy
Harrison, Ohio 45030

RE: RtCs - COMPLETED CHECKLIST FOR THE MARCH 2007 FERNALD SITE
QUARTERLY INSPECTION

Ms Powell:

The Ohio EPA has received DOE’s “Response to Ohio EPA’'s Comments On The March
2007 Fernald Site Quarterly Inspection,” dated August 13, 2007. Ohio EPA has
reviewed DOE'’s responses and our comments are enclosed.

If there are any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Lowwa %ﬁ(@%j

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

Cc:  Jim Saric, US EPA
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech Inc.
Mark Shupe, Geo Trans Inc
Tim Fischer, US EPA
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OHIO EPA’s RESPONSES TO DOE’s COMMENTS ON THE

MARCH 2007 FERNALD SITE
QUARTERLY INSPECTION
COMMENTS:
1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO
Section: RtCs Page: Line: Code: C

DOE’s Comment#: 8

Comment: In regards to DOE’s response to Ohio EPA on the inspection of onsite
buildings and infrastructure, the information appears to be left out of the June 2007
report, as it was in the March 2007 report.

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor; OFFO

Section: RtCs Page: Line: Code: C

DOE’s Comment#: 9

Comment: DOE’s response to Ohio’s comment on the erosion issues located at the
WPs and the surrounding slopes of the MDC culvert, is answered in the RtCs section.
However, DOE states in the cover letter of the June 2007 site inspection, that a path
forward for erosion repairs will be a subcontractor who will “design and implement”
control measures. It is unclear as to if the designs are to be submitted in a plan for
review by Ohio EPA? It is also unclear as to when this will take place. Please clarify.

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO

Section: RtCs Page: Line: Code: C

DOE’s Comment#: 11 & 13

Comment: (11) DOE’s process for documenting site inspection findings is still unclear.
According to the June 2007 Site Inspection Report, there appears to be processes in
place but the method is not apparent in the report or it's not been included, i.e., debris.

(13) It is unclear as to why debris should be handled separately from the site inspection
report process. Debris is the most important finding at the site and should be included
in the report or by some other mechanism, including the process being used to address
it.

4. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commentor: OFFO

Section: RtCs Page: Line: Code: C

DOE’'s Comment}:. 16
“Comment: Since erosion repairs will be handled separately on a “project-specific basis”
along with an evaluation, the evaluation and follow up should be included in the site
inspection report.





