
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 5090 
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OCT 1 6  2003 

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

RE: Wetland Mitigation Phase I1 
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) wetland mitigation project phase I1 natural resource 
restoration design plan. 
creating new wetlands and additional diverse habitat on the site 
as well as restoration objectives for the northern woodlot 
enhancgment. 

This document presents a plan for 

The report appears technically adequate, however U.S. EPA has 
attached comments on the document. 

Please contact me at (312) 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 -*. 
Sally Robison, U.S. DOE-HQ 
Jamie Jameson, Fluor Fernald 
Terry Hagen, Fluor Fernald 
Tim Poff, Fluor Fernald 
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October 13, 2003 

Mr. James Saric 
Remedial Project Manager (SRF-5J) 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 5 
77 West Jackson Boulevard 
Chicago, IL. 60604 

Subject: Technical Review Comments on 
“Wetland Mitigation Project Phase I1 Natural Resource 
Restoration Design Plan” 
Fernald Closure Project, Fernald, Ohio 
Technical Direction Document No. SOS-0203-015 
U.S. EPA Contract No. 68-W-00-129 

Dear Mr. Saric: 

The Tetra Tech EM Inc. (Tetra Tech) Superfund Technical Assessment and Response Team (START) 
has reviewed the above-referenced document as part of its oversight activities for the Femald Closure 
Project. The document, which is dated August 2003, was prepared by Fluor Femald, Inc., for the U.S. 
Department of Energy. The document presents a plan for creating new wetlands and additional diverse 
habitat on the site as well as restoration objectives for the Northern Woodlot Enhancement. 

START’s review of the document focused on assessing its technical adequacy. START’s general and 
specific review comments on the document are enclosed. An e-mail message will be transmitted to you 
that contains the comments formatted in Wordperfect 9.0. The hard copy comments constitute START’s 
official deliverable. 

If you have any questions regarding START’s comments, please call me at (312) 946-6442. 

Sincerely, 

Michelle Cullerton 
Tetra Tech START Project Manager 

-.. 
Enclosure 

cc: Lorraine Kosik, U.S. EPA START Project Officer (letter only) 
Tom Kouris, Tetra Tech START Program Manager (letter only) 
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TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMENTS ON 
"WETLAND MITIGATION PROJECT PHASE I1 NATURAL RESOURCE 

RESTORATION DESIGN PLAN" 

FERNALD CLOSURE PROJECT 

GENERAL COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  Not Applicable (NA) Page # :  NA Line: NA 
Original General Comment # :  1 
Comment: None of the figures in the plan clearly show the ' 

location of the Northern Woodlot. The boundaries of the 
Northern Woodlot in Area 6 ,  Phase I should be included in 
Figure 2-1. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Page # :  NA Line: NA Section # :  NA 

Original General Comment # :  2 
Comment: The boundaries of the mitigation area in Area 1, 

Phase I11 should be shown on the soil map in Appendix A so 
that it is possible to determine which soils are present 
in the mitigation area. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Page # :  NA Line: NA Section # :  NA 

Original General Comment # :  3 
Comment: It is not possible to determine whether the proposed 

community type for the mitigation pools shown in Figures 
3 - 1  and 3-2 is open-water aquatic, shallow marsh, or wet 
prairie. The figures should be revised to clearly present 
this information. In addition, the text of the plan 
should be revised to discuss the proposed water levels for 
the pools and the amount of water level fluctuation 
expected. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA Line: NA 
Original General Comment # :  4 
Comment: According to the contours shown in Figures 3-1 and 3 -  

2, pipe ends at points 1 0 4  and 92 will be 6 inches below 
grade. The grading contours near the pipes should be 
revised to reflect this. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  5 

Line # :  NA 
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Comment: Rip-rap should be installed at the upstream and 
downstream ends of each pipe that extends between t-he 
mitigation pools. In addition, at the end of the pipe at 
point 91 (see Figure 3-l), rip-rap should be installed 
from the pipe end to the main channel. 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  NA Page # :  NA Line # :  NA 
Original General Comment # :  6 
Comment: Figure 3-1 indicates that an existing wetland drains 

into the west end of the mitigation area. This swale 
should be provided with grade protection in the form of 
rip-rap or coir matting. 

SPECIFIC COMMENTS 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Sections # :  2.2 and 3.1 Pages # :  2-1 and 3-1 Lines # :  29-30 
Original Specific Comment # :  1 and 6-7 
Comment: Section 2.2 states that the mitigation area will 
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receive flow from the west drainage area of the wetland on 
the Northern Woodlot. This section also states that "flow 
on the east [of the wetland] is through a catch basin and 
culvert adjacent to the Silos Delivery Road." 
statement conflicts with Secti.on 3.1, which states that 
the two basins on the east will receive flow from the east 
drainage area of the Northern Woodlot. 
statements is clarified by Figure 2-1, which shows the 
existing wetland extending through the mitigation area, or 
by Figures 3-1 and 3-2, which do not show any hydrologic 
source for the wetland. Both the text and figures of the 
plan should be revised to correct this inconsistency. 

This 

Neither of these 

Commenting Organization: U.S. EPA Commentor: Saric 
Section # :  3.1 Page # :  3-1 Lines # :  21-22 
Original Specific Comment # :  2 
Comment: The text states that "the project area will be seeded 

with native grass and forb mixture." However, the species 
to be included in this mixture are not identified in the 
plan. 
information. --. 

The text should be revised to include this 
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