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Ms. Jane Powell 
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RE:	 COMMENTS - TRANSMITTAL OF RESPONSES TO OEPA COMMENTS ON THE 
DRAFT 2008 LEGACY MANAGEMENT AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS PLAN, 
VOLUMES I AND II 

Ms. Powell: 

Ohio EPA has received DOE's "Transmittal of Responses to Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency Comments On The Draft 2008 Legacy Management And Institutional Controls Plan, 
Volumes I And II," dated February 28,2008. Ohio EPA has reviewed the responses and our 
comments are enclosed. 

If there are any questions, please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

ib;U'eV~£i1lu4Jo 
Thomas A. Schneider 7"""" 
Fernald Project Manager 
Office of Federal Facilities Oversight 

Cc:	 Tim Fischer, US EPA 
Michelle Cullerton, Tetra Tech 
Frank Johnston, Stoller 
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OHIO EPA COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT 2008 LEGACY MANAGEMENT 
AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS PLAN, VOLUMES I AND II 

COMMENTS:
 

ATTACHMENT C - GROUNDWATER/LEAK DETECTION AND LEACHATE MONITORING
 
PLAN,OSDF 

1. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commenter: GeoTrans, Inc. 
Section #: 3 Pg #: 3-8 Line #: 5 Code:C 
Original Comments#: 31,38,42 
Comment: The original text and the response suggest that the results of the Common Ion 
Study will provide the basis for OSDF groundwater monitoring data statistical analysis in 
accordance with regulatory requirements. As stated in the comment, in order to assess the full 
range of potential leachate monitoring parameters, annual analysis of Appendix I and PCB 
parameters should continue at least until DOE defines an approvable statistical approach. At 
the time of this comment response, however, a complete version of the Common Ion Study 
Report (including data sets and the attachment) has not yet been received. Since a 
comprehensive review of the Common Ion Study Report in its entirety is critical to evaluating 
the merit of DOE's proposal to eliminate annual LCS Appendix I and PCB parameter 
sampling, our response to DOE's response to our original comment will be deferred until that 
review has been completed. 

2. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commenter: GeoTrans, Inc. 
Section #: 4 Pg #: 4-10 Line #: 22 Code:C 
Original Comment#: 32 
Comment: Accurate well placement on Figures 4-4 and 4-5 is important for the reader to 
capture the point that the original text attempts to make. The fact that noticeably different well 
locations are shown on these figures relative to Figure 4-3 calls that point into question, 
particularly since neither the text nor the figures provide an explanation for the discrepancy. 
Which is correct? From a comparison of Figure 4-3 to Figure A.5-2 inthe 2006 SER, it appears 
that the wells are shown in their correct positions on Figure 4-3. If so, a significant gap in 
down gradient coverage may exist between 22199 and 22204. The potential for this condition 
to exist is reinforced by the particle tracks traversing Cell 3. As shown on Figure 4-3, they do 
not intersect any down gradient well. DOE should update the figures with the locations at 
which the wells have been actually installed and revise the analyses performed in Section 
4.3.4.2 to show that the down-gradient GMA monitoring wells are appropriately located for leak 
detection. 

3. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commenter: GeoTrans, Inc. 
Section #: App. B Pg #: B-3 Line #: 14 Code: C 
Original Comment#: 39 
Comment: As stated in the comment, in order to establish an approvable statistical procedure 
for the OSDF as expeditiously as possible, quarterly HTW/GMA monitoring of OSDF 
parameters should continue. The response indicates that the Common Ion Study results will 
provide the justification for the establishment of an acceptable statistical approach. At the time 
of this comment response, however, a complete version of the Common Ion Study Report 
(including data sets and the attachment) has not yet been received. Since a comprehensive 



Ms. Jane Powell 
April 11, 2008 
Page 2 

review of the Common Ion Study Report in its entirety is critical to evaluating the merit of 
DOE's proposal to transition HlW/GMA monitoring from quarterly to annual, our response to 
DOE's response to our original comment will be deferred until that review has been completed. 

4. Commenting Organization: Ohio EPA Commenter: GeoTrans, Inc. 
Section #: App. E Line #: 4 Code: C Pg #: E-10 
Original Comment#: 47 
Comment: The response notes that if the OSDF is functioning as designed, ...the assumed 
benefits will be realized. Verification of proper functioning of the OSDF containment systems 
is exactly the purpose of leachate monitoring/leachate detection. Consequently, assuming 
proper containment system functioning in the determination of the list of monitoring parameters 
is inappropriate. The selection of parameters should be driven by real data, namely, the 
results obtained from LCS sampling. 
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