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REPLY TO THE 

Mr. Johnny W. Reising 
United States Department of Energy 
Feed Materials Production Center 
P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45239-8705 

SRF-5 J 

.- 

RE: A9,PI CDL, Certification Sampling 
PSP, and SEP Addendum 

Dear Mr. Reising: 

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) has completed its review of the 
United States Department of Energy's (U.S. DOE) Area 9, Phase I (A9,PI) Certification Design 
Letter (CDL), Project Specific Plan (PSP) for certification sampling, and an addendum to the 
Sitewide Excavation Plan (SEP). 

The A9,PI CDL and PSP provide a plan for certifying that soil at A9PI meets off-property final 
remediation levels and that nonimpacted soil in A9P 1 is consistent with background concentrations. 
The addendum to the SEP provides an approach for conducting precertification and certification 
activities in off-property cultivated areas, such as those first encountered in A9,PI. 

U.S. EPA has enclosed comments on the documents. The process for certification of soils at depth 
in the cultivated areas, appears inconsistent with previous discussions, and further clarification is 
required. 

Therefore, U.S. EPA disapproves the A9,PI CDL and PSP, as well as the addendum to the SEP. 
U.S. DOE must submit responses to comments and revised documents within thirty (30) days 
receipt of this letter. 
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Please contact me at (3 12) 886-0992 if you have any questions regarding this matter. 

Sincerely, 

James A. Saric 
Remedial Project Manager 
Federal Facilities Section 
SFD Remedial Response Branch #2 

Enclosure 

cc: Tom Schneider, OEPA-SWDO 
Kim Chaney, U.S. DOE-HDQ 
John Bradburne, Fluor Fernald 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald 
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 

"CERTIFICATION DESIGN LETTER FOR AREA 9, PHASE I" 

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  4 . 1  Page # :  11 Lines # :  14 and 15 
Original. Specific Comment # :  1 
Comment: The text states that four of the sixteen sampling <. 

locations in each certification unit (CU) are designated 
with a t t V , t l  indicating archive sampling locations. However, 
archive sampling locations are indicated with an "AI' in 
Figure 5. The text and figure should refer to archive 
sampling locations consistently. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  4.1 Pages # :  11 and 12 Line # :  Not Applicable 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text states that at each of the four archive 

sampling locations, a composite sample will be collected 
from 12 to 36 inches and that these samples will be 
designated as background certification samples in accordance 
with Section 3.4.8 of the sitewide excavation plan addendum. 
It is unclear why only 4 out of the 16 locations within each 
CU are being selected as background certification sampling 
locations instead of 12 locations as required by the 
"Sitewide Excavation Plan" for final remediation level 
certification. The text should be revised to provide 
justification for selecting only four background 
certification sampling locations per CU. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section'#: 4.1 Page # :  12 Lines # :  1 and 2 
Original Specific Comment # :  3 
Comment: The text states that Itall four 12 to 36-inch samples 

will be analyzed for subsurface certification purposes to 
background concentrations.Il 
unclear. The text should be revised to clarify this 
statement. 

The meaning of this sentence is 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON THE 
"ADDENDUM TO THE SITEWIDE EXCAVATION PLAN" 

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

3 5 3 2  

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  3.4.8 Page # :  3-40 Lines # :  16 and 17 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: The text indicates that in the precertification phase a .- 

COC comparison with background will be conducted layer by 
layer ( 6  to 12-inch, 12 to 18-inch, and 18 to 24-inch, 
etc.)and that the depth of the impacted zone will be 
determined by this comparison. 
procedure proposed allows for comparisons with background 
either layer by layer or using the entire interval. 
the reason for this inconsistency. 

The certification sampling 

What is 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  3.4.8 Page # :  3-40 Lines # :  26 and 27 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: The text states that at least four of the final 

remediation level certification sampling locations per CU 
will be designated as background certification sampling 
locations. However, justification for only collecting four 
background certification samples and the conditions under 
which more than four samples may be necessary are not 
discussed. The text should be revised to explain when only 
four background certification sampling locations per CU is 
appropriate and when additional locations may be needed. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  3.4.8 Page # :  3-40 Lines # :  29 and 30 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: The text states that the background certification sample 
intervals can be either randomly chosen at depth or the entire 
background interval can be composited. 
be specified, or further justification provided for proposing a 
random or composite approach. 

A specific approach must 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON THE 
"ADDENDUM TO THE SITEWIDE EXCAVATION PLAN" 

3 5 3 2  

FERNALD ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT PROJECT 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  2 . 3 . 2  Page # :  2 - 3  Lines # :  7 and 8 
Original Specific Comment # :  4 
Comment: The text states that four 12 to 36-inch interval samples 

from each CU (four total) will be collected for analysis ana 
designated as background certification samples. However, 
justification for only collecting four background 
certification samples and the conditions under which more 
than four samples may be necessary are not discussed. The 
text should be revised to explain when only four background 
certification sampling locations per CU is appropriate and 
when additional locations may be needed. 
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bcc w/enclosure: 
Frances Hodge, Tetra Tech 
Brian Banvick, ORC 
Gene JablonoLvski, SRF-SJ 
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