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INTRODUCTION 

In accordance with the "Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan for the Implementation of 
Institutional Controls at the 1998 Mound Plant Property, Phase I Parcel update, Rev. 0," the 
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Miamisburg Closure Project (MCP) is required to perform an 
annual assessment of the effectiveness of institutional controls (IC) applied to discrete land 
parcels that comprise the former Mound Site Property. The annual review must be documented 
in a draft report submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency (OEP A) no later than June 131

h of each year. The O&M Plan 
states that DOE may petition the regulators to change the frequency of the review after the DOE 
Environmental Management (EM) mission is complete at the MCP. The DOE may also conduct 
a review of the ICs, at any time, if there is reason to believe a degradation of the ICs has · 
occurred. 

The DOE's annual review consists of a visual inspection of the property, discussions with local 
government offices, and a records review. During the visual inspection, the DOE (or its agent) 
will determine if new facilities have been constructed, if obvious improvements have been made 
to the property, and/or if property usage may have changed. The USEP A, OEPA and the Ohio 
Department ofHealth (ODH) must be contacted 30 days in advance (or as otherwise agreed to) 
of the DOE's inspection. The previous year's inspection provides the basis for determining the 
nature and extent of property improvements (e.g., has a building been constructed since the 
previous year's inspection? If so, excavation occurred on that parcel). At a minimum, the visual 
inspection will include a physical walk-over of each land parcel that has completed the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) 120(h) 
requirements for property transfer. Discussions with local government offices and records 
reviews will include, at a minimum, contacting the offices of the City ofMiamisburg 
Engineering and Planning Departments to obtain information regarding construction, street 



opening, occupancy or other permits, as well as requests for zoning modifications, issued for land 
parcels that comprise the former DOE Mound Site Property (specifically, those land parcels 
which have completed the CERCLA 120[h] process for property transfer). 

OVERVIEW OF PARCEL TRANSFER PROCESS 

In January 1998, the DOE executed a sales agreement with the DOE-designated Community 
Reuse Organization (CRO). The agreement calls for transfer of discrete land parcels to the 
Miamisburg Mound Community Improvement Corporation (MMCIC), via a series of quit claim 
deeds, once those parcels have been declared excess to DOE's needs and the requirements of 
CERCLA 120(h) have been met for property transfer. Once the MMCIC acquires ownership of 
individual land parcels, the parcel becomes part of the Mound Advanced Technology Center 
(MATC), a light industrial/technology park operated by the MMCIC. In March 1999, the first 
land parcel (Parcel D) was transferred to the MMCIC. Parcel D contained approximately 12.5 
acres ofland and two buildings. In August 1999, Parcel H was transferred to the MMCIC. 
Parcel H contained approximately 14.3 acres ofland, a large parking lot, and a site access road. 
In April 2001, a third parcel (Parcel 4) was transferred to the MMCIC. Parcel 4 contained 
approximately 95 acres of undeveloped land. In August 2002, a fourth parcel (Parcel3) was 
transferred to the MMCIC. Parcel 3 contained approximately 5 acres of land and Buildings GH 
and GP-1. On July 31,2003, the Record ofDecision (ROD) for a fifth parcel (Phase I parcel) 
was executed, and on December 11, 2003, the U.S. EPA approved transfer of the parcel to the 
MMCIC. The Phase I parcel contains approximately 52 acres of land and several buildings. At 
this point in time, the DOE has yet to offer, for conveyance via quit claim deed, the Phase I 
parcel to the MMCIC. 

Since the O&M Plan applies to land parcels that have undergone the CERCLA 120(h) process 
for property transfer, whether or not title to those parcels is immediately transferred to the 
MMCIC is irrelevant, in terms of DOE's annual reporting requirement. This particular annual 

. report includes Parcels D, H, 4, 3 and Phase I. These five land parcels represent approximately 
58% of the total acreage that comprised the original Mound Site Property. At the time this 
annual report was written, the remaining acreage still subject to completion of the CERCLA 
120(h) requirements had been divided into three parcels (Parcels 6, 7 and 8). The CERCLA 
120(h) requirements for Parcels 6, 7 and 8 are scheduled for completion no later than December 
2006. However, the geographic boundaries and specific dates for the CERCLA and land­
transfer processes for Parcels 6, 7 and 8 are subject to change until completion of the 
environmental restoration contract at the former Mound Site Property. Refer to Figure 1 for a 
map of the original boundaries of the former DOE Mound Site Property (DOE acreage totaling 

. slightly more than 305 acres). Land parcels that have been color-coded grey correspond to the 
five parcels that have completed the CERCLA 120(h) process to-date. Land parcels that have yet 
to complete the CERCLA 120(h) process (currently designated as Parcels 6, 7 and 8) are color­
coded yellow. 
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OVERVIEW OF INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS 

The Mound Site Property is being remediated to achieve USEPA's risk-based 
industrial/commercial use standards. After that, the remaining DOE mission will be limited to 
operation and maintenance (O&M) of the CERCLA remedies (including institutional controls 
and any engineering controls) associated with land parcels that were originally owned by the 
DOE. Consistent with the definition of"site" in the CERCLA statute, any privately-owned 
properties that have been impacted by DOE operations, and for which a Record of Decision has 
been executed, may also be subject to O&M requirements including, but not limited to, 
institutional controls. The RODs, for all parcels that have completed. the CERCLA 120(h) 
process to-date, include the requirement for DOE to perform this annual review of the 
effectiveness of Institutional Controls (IC) in the form of deed restrictions. The ROD for each 
parcel includes the deed restriction language embedded in the quit claim deed for the parcel. The 
deed restrictions are communicated to the landowner via the quit claim deed. The quit claim 
deed includes the "CERCLA 120(h) Summary Notice of Hazardous Substances" for the parcel, 
and the quit claim deed is recorded with Montgomery County as a matter of public record. By 
recording both the quit claim deed and the CERCLA Summary document with the County, all 
future property owners will be cognizant of the deed restrictions associated with their property. 

For the five parcels that have completed the CERCLA 120(h) process to-date, there are three 
deed restrictions. The first deed restriction prohibits the removal of soil from the original 
Mound Site Property boundaries without prior written approval from the ODH, OEP A and 
USEP A (or their successor agencies). The second deed restriction limits land use to 
industrial/commercial only. Each parcel ROD identifies land uses which will not be permitted 
onsite, but the list is not meant to be all-inclusive- parcels may not be used for any residential or 
farming activities, or any activities that could result in the chronic exposure of children under 18 
years of age to soil or groundwater from the premises. Restricted uses include, but are not 
limited to: 

• single or multi-family dwellings or rental units; 
• day care facilities; 
• schools or other educational facilities for children under 18 years of age; and 
• community centers, playgrounds, or other recreational or religious facilities for 

children under 18 years of age. 

The third deed restriction prohibits the extraction, consumption, exposure or use in any way of 
the groundwater underlying the premises, without prior written approval from the USEP A and 
the OEPA. The residual risk evaluations completed for the first five parcels have indicated a 
!potential for elevated risk to the future users of the Mound groundwater. Currently, the DOE 
Mound Site Property is a non-municipal public drinking water supply and, as such, the DOE's 
potable water meets all regulatory requirements for consumption/exposure/use. The results of 
the current groundwater risk evaluation, which are based on the concentration of contaminants 
from the two operating DOE production wells, fall within the acceptable risk and hazard ranges. 
In addition , the groundwater from the DOE production wells is required to meet the Safe 
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Drinking Water Act standards. Therefore, USEP A and OEP A agree to the current use of the 
DOE production wells as a source for potable water for the DOE facility and for consumers on 
parcels that DOE has transferred to the MMCIC. It is anticipated, in the future, that the Mound 
Site Property will be connected to the City of Miamisburg municipal water supply, and the DOE 
production wells presently in use will be abandoned by DOE. Accordingly, the DOE, MMCIC 
and the City of Miamisburg have been working together since January 2003 to establish a 
mutually-agreeable schedule for accomplishing the tie-in. DOE's present plans call for tie-in to 
the municipal water supply in 2004. 

It is important to note that the preceding language on the deed restrictions applied to all land 
parcels that have completed the CERCLA 120(h) process to-date is meant to be a summary only. 
Readers are encouraged to consult the ROD for individual land parcels in order to understand the 
parcel-specific deed restriction language. The parcel RODs, as well as other parcel-specific 
CERCLA documents, are available in the DOE Public Reading Room located at 305 Central 
Avenue, Miamisburg, Ohio 45342. The primary purpose of this annual report is to document the 
effectiveness of the ICs that have been applied to parcels that have completed the CERCLA 
120(h) process for property transfer, including a determination of whether or not a particular IC 
has been violated on a discrete land parcel. 

PERIOD OF REVIEW 

This annual report covers Parcel D, since its ROD was issued on March 15, 1999; Parcel H, since 
its ROD was issued on July 22, 1999; Parcel4, since its ROD was issued on March 12, 2001; 
Parcel 3, since its ROD was issued on August 28, 2001; and the Phase I parcel, since its ROD 
was issued on July 31, 2003. The MMCIC is the property owner of Parcels D, H, 4 and 3, 
however, the DOE still owns the Phase I parcel. Refer to Figure 1 for a map of the original 
boundaries of the former DOE Mound Site Property, and the boundaries ofthe first five land 
parcels that have completed the CERCLA 120(h) process. This report, and all future reports, 
will cover land parcels whose RODs were signed since issuance of the last annual report on the 
effectiveness ofiCs. Data contained within each annual report will not be duplicative of data 

. contained in reports from previous years. Instead; each annual report will identify "new" 
information, such as new construction, demolition or excavation, lot -splits or sale of parcels to 
new landowners, and permits filed with the City of Miamisburg by landowners since the last 
reporting period. As stated earlier, previous annual reports are available in the DOE Public 
Reading Room. 

AERIAL VIEW OF THE FORMER MOUND SITE PROPERTY 

Figures 2 and 3 are aerial photographs (taken in April2002) of the original DOE Mound Site 
Property, as a whole (i.e., including property still owned by the DOE, as well as land parcels that 
the DOE had already transferred to the MMCIC). These aerial photos give the reader a better 
understanding of each parcel's relationship to the site, as a whole, as well as the proximity of the 
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site to downtown Miamisburg, Ohio, and surrounding residential and recreational areas. Figures 
2 and 3 also give the reader a sense of orientation upon reading later sections of this annual 
report, which document the results of a physical inspection of each parcel. The aerial photos also 
complement photographs taken at ground-level in each parcel during the physical inspections. 

Figure 2 is a photograph of the original DOE Mound Site Property, looking due south. Parcel H 
is in the foreground (a large parking lot and MMCIC's new entrance to the site, off of Mound 
Road), and Parcel Dis in the upper left comer of the photo (two buildings only). Parcels D and 
Hare both bounded to the east by Mound Road. Parcel4 is at the top of Figure 2; the parcel is 
bounded to the west by Old State Route 25. The Great Miami River lies to the west of Old State 
Route 25. Parcel4 is bounded to the south by Benner Road. Parcel3 is at the center-bottomof 
Figure 2. Parcel 3 is bounded to the north by the escarpment dropping down to the Great Miami 
River. The Phase I parcel is comprised of three sub-parcels-- the Phase LA sub-parcel is to the 
immediate north of Parcel D and contains one building; the Phase I.B sub-parcel is to the west of 
Parcel D, directly north of Parcel 4, and contains several buildings; and the Phase I.C sub-parcel 
is at the northwest comer ofParcel4 and contains no buildings. 

Figure 3 is a photograph of the original DOE Mound Site Property, looking north/northeast. In 
this photo, it is easier to discern Parcel4 (although the photo does not show the extreme southern 
and eastern boundaries of the parcel) and the three sub-parcels that comprise the Phase I parcel. 
Figure 3 shows the proximity ofParcel4 to Parcel D; Parcel D includes the two buildings at the 
center-right edge of the photo. Figure 3 also shows the clear-cut area beneath the overhead 
utility lines running north-south across Parcel4 (the clear-cut area runs diagonally up across the 
photo, beginning at the lower right comer of the photo). The clear-cut area provides a useful 
reference point/land-mark within Parcel4. Parcel His at the center-top of Figure 3, and the 
photo also shows how close Parcels H and D are to the Mound Municipal Golf Course and the 
Indian Mound (both of which can be seen in the open green space at the top-right of the photo). 
Parcel 3 is at center left in Figure 3; this view gives the reader an idea ofhow close the original 
Mound Site Property is to residential areas and downtown Miamisburg. 

Figure 4 is a digitized aerial photo (taken in April2004) of the original boundaries of the Mound 
Site Property. Figures 5 through 11 are digitized aerial photos ofParcels D, H, 4, 3, and the 
three sub-parcels that comprise Phase I, respectively, and are provided for comparison purposes 
to Figure 1 (parcel map). The high resolution of these digital photographs enable the reader to 
better-:-understand the relative locations of buildings, groundwater monitoring wells, etcetera, 
located on each parcel. DOE's June 2003 report on the effectiveness ofiCs includes /digitized 
photos taken in March 2003. The digitized photos taken in 2003 and 2004 were associated with 
a technology demonstration funded by DOE in Fiscal Years 2003 and 2004. In future years, 
DOE will take additional aerial photos, including digitized images. However, ifthe DOE's 
technology demonstration does not show that such high-resolution digitized images are a cost­
effective method to monitor property owners' compliance with IC's, future annual reports on the 
effectiveness ofiCs may not include digitized images with the same degree of high resolution 
that is evident in Figures 4 through 11 of this annual report. 
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SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS YEAR'S INSPECTION 

Based upon the results of a physical inspection, document review and personnel interview 
process performed in May 2003 for Parcels D, H, 4 and 3, the DOE and its regulators agreed that· 
the institutional controls were operating as designed, adequate oversight mechanisms were in 
place to identify possible violations of those controls, and adequate resources were available to 
correct or mitigate any problems in the event that a violation were to occur. There were two 

' recommendations from the 2003 report; the first recommended the use of a global positioning 
system (GPS) device to locate groundwater monitoring wells; this will become increasingly 
important post-closure, as the DOE-EM personnel"corporate memory'' of where individual wells 
are located fades. The second recommendation is for implementation after DOE has determined 
which groundwater wells should remain post-closure (the remaining wells would be abandoned); 
for wells that remain post-closure, each should be clearly marked with an identification number. 
In addition, a well collar preventive maintenance program should be implemented that prevents 
contaminants in surface water or ground debris from entering well casings. 

SUMMARY OF INSPECTION PERFORMED IN MAY 2004 

On May 18, 2004, the following personnel performed a visual inspection ofParcels D, H, 4, 3 
and Phase I: Paul Lucas (DOE Remedial Project Manager), David Seely (USEP A Remedial 
Project Manager), Brian Nickel (OEPA Remedial Project Manager), Sue Smiley (DOE­
EM/MCP), Ron Staubly (DOE-LM), Jane O'Dell (OEPA), Beth Moore (City ofMiamisburg), 
Dann Bird (MMCIC), Monte Williams (CH2M Hill Mound, Inc.) and Mark Gilliat (CH2M Hill 
Mound, Inc.). The results of the visual inspection for each parcel are summarized in the 
following paragraphs. A copy of the field inspection checklist for each parcel is also included at 
the end of this report (i.e., first un-numbered page of document). 

Parcel D: 

In Parcel D, there were no observations of non-compliance with the ICs, including no evidence 
ofunauthorized well installation or soil removal from the original boundaries of the Mound Site 
Property. There were two piles of staged sand in the southeast comer of the parcel. These piles 
were fill material that MMCIC imported to the site, and the piles have remained un-changed 
since they were described in the 2003 annual report. Groundwater monitoring well # 351 on 
Parcel D was padlocked and in good repair (Figure 12). The former Salt Storage Shed (now 
empty), located in the Phase I parcel, is visible in the background of Figure 12. Well # 3 51 
includes a permanent identification number (see Figure 13) in the concrete pad for the well 
collar. Not all of the wells on the former Mound Site Property include this particular form of 
permanent identification. -
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Parcel H: 

In Parcel H, there were no observations of non-compliance with the ICs, including no evidence 
of unauthorized well installation or soil removal from the original boundaries of the Mound Site 
Property. Groundwater monitoring well# 332 (a flush-mount well located in a parking lot) was 
in good repair/secure (see Figure 14). In the background of this photo, note well# 332's 
proximity to Building 61 (located on DOE property), Mound Road, the Mound (municipal) Golf 
Course, and the Indian Mound (municipal park). Well# 332 also has a permanent identification 
number (see Figure 15). There are DOE and OEPA air monitoring stations located on the 
southeast comer of Parcel H, however; air monitoring is not a part of the CERCLA remedy for 
Parcel H. Figure 16 shows the two air monitoring stations (and associated electrical cabinet) in 
the background, and a pile of landscaping stones and other construction materials staged by the 
MMCIC in the northeast comer of the parking lot. Refer to previous year's inspection reports for 
additional photos of items typically staged by the MMCIC in this parking lot. 

Parcel4: 

In Parcel 4, there were no observations of non-compliance with the ICs, including no evidence of 
unauthorized well installation or soil removal from the original boundaries of the Mound Site 
Property. Parcel4 experienced the greatest change, since last year's inspection, due to significant 
new construction by the MMCIC on the west side of the parcel. The MMCIC built a brand-new 
"Flex" building (see Figures 17 through 23) to the south ofVanguard Boulevard, near the 
intersection of Old State Route 25. At the time ofthe inspection, the MMCIC had negotiated a 
lease of the entire building to a single tenant, however, the tenant had yet to take occupancy. The 
new tenant's line of business will be consistent with the City of Miamisburg's I-2 General 
Industrial District Zoning ordinance. Figure 17 shows the front-side ofthe Flex building, and 
landscaping that is still in progress. Figure 18 shows the entrance to the Flex building area, off 
ofVanguard Boulevard. Figure 19 shows the area to the left (east) of the Flex building, and the 
significant landscaping project that is still underway. Figure 20 is a view from the back-side of 
the Flex building, and shows the back-entrance to the building, via Benner Road. Landscaping is 
still underway on the back-side of the building as well. Figure 21 is an additional view of the 
back-side of the Flex building, showing the dumpster screen, landscaping work in progress, and 
temporary erosion control measures. Figure 22 shows the intersection of Benner Road and the 
back-entrance to the Flex building. Old State Route 25 and the City of Miamisburg's wastewater 
treatment plant are visible in the background of the photo. Figure 23 shows the right (west) side 
of the Flex building, the landscaping work in progress, and the temporary erosion control 
measures. Prior to initiating construction of the Flex building, the MMCIC provided the builder 
with a pre-construction package that included a description of the IC's associated with Parcel4. 
This ensures the builder is aware of the prohibition against removing any soils from the original · 
boundaries of the Mound Site Property. A copy of materials from the MMCIC's pre­
construction package is located immediately after the field inspection checklists in this annual 
report. 
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The MMCIC's "Comprehensive Reuse Plan" (last updated in December 2003) identifies each 
building at the Mound Advanced Technology Center as its own lot (eventually, the MMCIC 
plans to plat the entire Mound Site Property). In order for the MMCIC to receive financing (e.g., 
for new construction) on land parcels that comprise the original Mound Site Property, the 
MMCIC must record a lot split with the Montgomery County Recorder's Office. The MMCIC 
has already initiated action, and received approval from the Miamisburg Planning Conimission, 
to do a 4.699-acre lot split of that portion ofParcel4 that contains the Flex building. This is the 
first time the MMCIC has done a lot split of a discrete land parcel. A copy ofthe Minutes from 
the October6, 2003 meeting of the Miamisburg Planning Commission, approving the lot split, is 
located in this annual report (immediately behind the MMCIC's pre-construction package for the 
Flex building). In the near future, the MMCIC plans to record the Parcel 4/Flex building lot split 
.with the Montgomery County Recorder's Office. It is worth noting that, in the event that the 
MMCIC does not require financing for property improvements it conducts within a parcel, the 
MMCIC may not immediately record an approved lot split with the County. However, if the 
MMCIC later decides to sell that property, the MMCIC would need to record the lot split with 
the County at that time. The recorded real estate documentation would include the original quit 
claim deed that DOE issued to the MMCIC for the parcel, as a whole, as well as the "CERCLA 
120(h) Summary Notice of Hazardous Substances" associated with the original parcel. This will 
ensure that future property-owners, of individual lot splits, remain aware of the IC's imposed on 
acreage that lies within the boundaries of the original parcels that DOE conveyed to the MMCIC. 

Several piles of construction rubble were staged in the southeast comer ofParcel4 (see Figures 
24 and 25). These piles were associated with work performed by the MMCIC in the vicinity of 
COS Building (a DOE-owned, MMCIC-leased building). Since these (clean/free-release) soils 
were removed from DOE property, the MMCIC coordinated with DOE on the placement of those 
soils in Parcel 4. For all excavation work on DOE property, the DOE prepares an 
"Excavation/Soil Disturbance Permit." The DOE permit associated with the work performed in 
the COS Building parking lot is included in this annual report (immediately behind the Minutes 
from the October 6, 2003 meeting of the Miamisburg Planning Commission). This DOE permit 
is included in this annual report in order to demonstrate the "chain of custody" for these 
particular (clean) soils removed from one portion of the Mound Plant Site (in this case, from 
DOE-owned property) and placed at another location on the Mound Plant Site (in this case, to 
MMCIC-owned property). The DOE would not typically place clean soils on MMCIC-owned 
property, unless the MMCIC specifically requests those soils (e.g., to use as filler or road base), 
such as was the case with the COS Building soils moved to Parcel 4. Nor would these annual 
reports on the effectiveness ofiC's show permits executed by the DOE in order to manage the 
intra-site movement of soils between one area of DOE-owned property to another area of DOE­
owned property. 

There are three groundwater monitoring wells on Parcel 4. Two of these ·wells have been in 
existence for some time, and the third well was installed in the Spring of2002. Well# 158 is 
located near the intersection of Benner Road and Old State Route 25, and is in an area of high 
pedestrian (public) traffic (see Figures 26 and 27). There is no concrete pad around the well 
collar, and the casing extends above-ground in a grassy area located between a paved sidewalk 
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and a landscaped area. The MMCIC plans to expand the nearby landscaping to include the area 
surrounding well# 158. This should keep pedestrian traffic away from the well, and further 
protect the well from inadvertent damage caused by the MMCIC's lawn maintenance activities. 
Well# 354 is located near the northern boundary ofParcel4, and is accessible via a clear-cut 
area beneath overhead utility lines running north-to-south across the parcel. This well includes a 
permanent identification number in the concrete pad for the well collar (Figure 28). Well# 354 
was padlocked and in good repair. Well# 444 is also located on the northern boundary ofParcel 
4, near the boundary of Parcel 4 and the Phase I parcel (Figure 29). This well was installed by 
the DOE in the Spring of 2002 to determine if Trichloroethylene (TCE) contamination in an up­
gradient well (i.e., Well# 411 on the Phase I parcel) is migrating down-gradient. Well# 444 
was padlocked and in good repair. Since the last reporting period, air monitoring station# 217 
(which used to be located on Parcel4 near the intersection ofBenner and Mound Roads) was 
moved to the Phase I parcel. However, air monitoring in not a part ofthe CERCLA remedy for 
either Parcel 4 or the Phase I parcel. A United States Geological Service (USGS) marker is also 
located on Parcel4, near the intersection ofBenner and Mound Rounds; a photograph of this 
marker is included in last year's inspection report. 

Parcel3: 

In Parcel3, there were no observations of non-compliance with the ICs, including no evidence 
of unauthorized well installation or soil removal from the original boundaries of the Mound Site 
Property. There are no groundwater monitoring wells located on Parcel 3. The parcel remains 
virtually unchanged (i.e., two buildings and three parking lots) since DOE transferred the 
property to the MMCIC in August 2002. Refer to previous year's annual reports for a variety of 
photographs of Parcel 3. Since last year's annual inspection, a sink-hole has developed in the 
asphalt parking lot at the southeastern end ofthe parcel (see Figure 30). This sink-hole is located 
on MMCIC property, but is associated with the DOE's original site-wide storm sewer drainage 
network The DOE no longer needs this portion of the drainage network, and has no plans to 
repair the pipe, however, the MMCIC may repair the pipe since this portion of the drainage 
network carries stormwater run-off from the parking lot located in Parcel3. In the interim, 
temporary barricades have been installed to keep pedestrians out of the area. This sink-hole does 
not affect any of the IC's associated with Parcel3, nor does it affect ongoing environmental 
restoration on DOE-owned property and/or the CERCLA remedies associated with. any other 
DOE- or MMCIC-owned properties associated with the original Mound Plant Site. 

Phase I parcel: 

In the Phase I parcel, there were no observations of non-compliance with the ICs, including no 
evidence of unauthorized well installation or soil removal from the original boundaries of the 
Mound Site Property. As mentioned in an earlier section of this report, the Phase I parcel is 
divided into three sub-parcels (none of which are contiguous with one another). At this point in 
time, none of the Phase I sub-parcels have been transferred to the MMCIC. Unlike Parcels D, 
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H, 4 and 3, the Phase I parcel includes both an IC remedy and a Monitored Natural Attenuation 
(MNA) Remedy. Eight (8) groundwater monitoring wells and one groundwater seep are 
included in the "Phase I Remedy (Monitored Natural Attenuation) Groundwater Monitoring 
Plan." Five of the eight wells, and the seep, are located in the Phase I parcel. One of the eight 
wells (well# 444, refer to Figure 29) is located in Parcel4, and the remaining two wells (well #'s 
353 and 402) are located in DOE-owned property to the immediate north of the Phase I.C sub­
parcel. This annual report documents the effectiveness of the Institutional Controls remedy 
applied to the Phase I parcel (and Parcels D, H, 4 and 3); this report does not include a 
determination of the effectiveness of the MNA remedy associated with the Phase I parcel. 
However, since well #'s 353 and 402 fall outside the boundaries of the Phase I parcel, but are 
included in the Phase I MNA remedy/groundwater monitoring plan, these two wells are 
mentioned briefly in this report. Figure 31 shows well# 353, and its proximity to the DOE's 
staging area for empty containers (e.g., SeaLand containers) and the former rock-crushing area. 
Well# 353 was padlocked and in good repair. Figure 32 shows well# 402 on DOE property, 
and (looking due south), the MMCIC's new Flex Building on Parcel4. Well# 402 was 
padlocked and in good repair. There are four other monitoring wells located in the Phase I parcel 
--well #'s 442 and 399 in the Phase I.B sub-parcel, and well #'s 344 and 319 in the Phase I.C 
sub-parcel. However, none of these four wells are subject to the Phase I MNA 
remedy/groundwater monitoring plan. 

Of the 5 wells located in the Phase I parcel (and which are subject to the monitoring requirements 
in the Phase I MNA remedy/groundwater monitoring plan), well #'s P033 and 400 (located in the 
Phase I.C sub-parcel) are screened in the Buried Valley Aquifer (BVA), well# 445 is a bedrock 
well that is also located in the Phase I.C su~-parcel, and well #'s 411, 443 (and Seep# 617) are 
bedrock sources located in the Phase I.B sub-parcel. The four Phase I wells (well #'s 399, 442, 
344, 319) that are not subject to the MNA remedy/groundwater monitoring plan are shown in 
Figures 33 through 36. Figure 33 shows both well # 399 and well # 442. The concrete pad for 
well# 399 includes a permanent identification marker (see Figure 34); well# 442 does not 
contain a permanent identification marker. Well #'s 399 and 442 were both padlocked and in 
good repair. Figure 35 shows well#' s 344 and 319; these two wells are located in a deeply­
overgrown area in the southwest comer of the Phase I.C sub-parcel. Both wells were padlocked 
and in good repair. Figures 36 through 43 show the five wells, and one seep, that are ·subject to 
the Phase I MNNgroundwater monitoring plan. Figure 36 shows well # 400, located in the 
southern section of the Phase I.C sub-parcel; the well was padlocked and in good repair. Figure 
37 shows the permanent identification marker for well# 400. Well# 400 is located in a tall­
grass area, and is somewhat difficult to see. As a best management practice, DOE should 
consider placing orange cones or some other marker near the well as a temporary measure to 
protect the well from inadvertent damage by lawn maintenance activities in that area. Once the 
final set of monitoring wells has been defined in the various Records of Decision that cover the 
entire Mound Site Property, those wells should be subject to best management practices of a 
more permanent nature (such as erection of permanent and visually-apparent barriers around each 
well). Figure 38 shows (piezometer) well # P033, located in the Phase I.C. sub-parcel; this 
photo shows the proximity ofthe well# P033 to the MMCIC's new Flex building and 
stormwater retention pond & fountain in Parcel4. Well# P033 was padlocked and in good 
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repair. Figure 39 shows well# P033's proximity to the DOE's drinking water production well# 
3. Figure 40 shows well# 445, located in the northeast comer of the Phase I.C sub-parcel. This 
photo shows the well's proximity the DOE's staging area for empty containers (e.g., SeaLartd 
containers) and former rock-crushing area. Well# 445 was padlocked and in good repair. Well 
#'s 411 and 443 are in the middle of the Phase I.B sub-parcel, in close proximity to the DOE's 
"east/west" access road. Figure 41 shows well # 411, located in the Phase I.B sub-parcel; the 
well was padlocked and in good repair. Figure 42 shows well# 443, located in the Phase I.B 
sub-parcel; the well was padlocked and in good repair. Figure 43 shows groundwater Seep # 
617, located near the southern boundary of the Phase I.B sub-parcel. Seep samples are taken 
from the opening of a PVC pipe embedded in the bedrock. 

Figures 44 through 50 show the four buildings (Buildings 102, 87, 3 and the Salt Storage Shed), 
one concrete pad, and five magazines for storing energetic (i.e., explosive) materials located in 
the Phase I parcel. Figure 44 shows the former DOE Salt Storage Shed located in the Phase I.B 
sub-parcel. Figure 45 shows construction (clean/free-release) debris/soils staged near the Salt 
Storage Shed. The staged soils are associated with two separate projects- a joint-DOE/MMCIC 
utility project that involved the installation of underground utility lines between the Test Fire 
Valley (in the Phase I parcel) and Parcel4, and the MMCIC's upper hill road project that 
involved the installation of underground utility lines and improvements to existing roads and 
parking lots in Parcels Hand 3. Figure 46 shows Building 102, which is currently occupied by 
the DOE contractor. Building 102 is located in the Phase I.A sub-parcel, fronting Mound Road. 
Figure 47 shows Building 87, which is occupied by a MMCIC tenant. Air monitoring station# 
217, which used to be located on Parcel4, is now located on the Phase I parcel, near Building 87. 
However, air monitoring is not a part of the CERCLA remedy for the Phase I parcel. The tenant 
in Building 87 also occupies Building 3 (see Figure 48) and uses the five magazines (Figure 49) 
to store energetic materials. These tenant-occupied buildings are located in the Phase I.B sub­
parcel, previously known as the DOE's "Test Fire Valley." Figure 50 shows the concrete pad 
located in the Phase I.B sub-parcel, near Building 1 02/the Phase LA sub-parcel. DOE 

·constructed this pad to stage new (empty) white metal boxes for low-level (radioactive) waste 
soils and/or debris. The Phase I.C sub-parcel does not contain any buildings. The. Phase I.C sub­
parcel is to the immediate south of the three DOE production wells (only two of which are 
currently operating) and, as stated previously, includes three of the five groundwater monitoring 
wells associated with the Phase I MNNgroundwater monitoring plan. 
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INTERVIEWS WITH CITY PERSONNEL AND REVIEW OF CITY OR MMCIC 
RECORDS 

In addition to the visual inspection ofParcels D, H, 4, 3 and Phase I performed on May 18, 2004, 
Ms. Smiley and Mr. Bird interviewed Ms. Sue Baker from the Planning Department at the City 
of Miamisburg on May 13,2004. Ms. Smiley and Mr. Bird also reviewed permits maintained by 
the City Engineering and City Planning Departments for all work performed by MMCIC and/or 
its tenants or subcontractors, on Parcels D, H, 4, 3 and Phase I.. Of all permits reviewed, 18 
pertained to work performed on, or that had the potential to impact, Parcels D, H, 4, 3 and Phase 
I, since the date ofDOE's last inspection (i.e, May 2003). Those 18 permits are detailed in the 
three (3) tables on the following pages. 

In general, the permit review process demonstrated that the City of Miamisburg's record-keeping 
system is adequate. All permits that were expected to be on file with the City were, indeed, on 
file. Furthermore, all work performed by the MMCIC or other parties (e.g., electrical contractors 
to the MMCIC) on former Mound Site Property, that Ms. Smiley and Mr. Bird were cognizant of 
during the 12-month reporting period, app~ared to be adequately covered by permits submitted 
to, and approved by, the City ofMiamis.burg. In 2003, the City of Miamisburg recently 
implemented an electronic permits database, which allows permits to be queried via key word 
searches (e.g., permit number, date, location, nature of work}. All [new] permits will be input in 
this database; this should make future DOE reviews of City permit records much easier. Older 
permits (such as the ones summarized in DOE's inspection report from May 2002 or earlier) may 
not be input in the City's database, however, paper copies of all permits are retained by the City 
in accordance with a Records Retention Plan that meets all State of Ohio requirements. For this 
year's annual review of City permits, Ms. Smiley and Mr. Bird reviewed the paper copies 
maintained by the City; Ms. Smiley and Mr. Bird did not query the City's database (e.g., in an 
effort to "test" the adequacy of the database). 

Given that permits filed with the City of Miamisburg do not have a set expiration date, DOE and 
the property owner (at present, the MMCIC) should remain cognizant of permits filed with the 
City of Miamisburg, where work covered by that permit may have been postponed for 
performance at a later date. Maintaining this cognizance will provide a checks-and-balance that 
work requiring a permit (e.g., installation of underground utility service in a public right-of-way), 
and which was performed since the date of the last DOE inspection was, ind~ed, approved by the 
appropriate City officials. The three tables on the following pages, deliberately, do not repeat 
information on permits included in the previous year's report on the effectiveness ofiC's. Nor 
do the following tables list permits filed by the MMCIC and/or its tenants or subcontractors for 
work performed in DOE-owned!MMCIC-leased property. Instead, the following tables are 
typically limited to permits filed after the Record of Decision has been executed for a particular 
parcel. Even so, until DOE conveys the parcel, in whole or in part, to the MMCIC, the property 
is not subject to City of Miamisburg permitting requirements. In some cases (such as all of the 
permits listed in the following table for buildings in the Phase I parcel), DOE has elected to list 
"pre-ROD" permits in the annual report, simply to demonstrate that the City's permit records 
portray an accurate record of the activities taken to-date by the current property owner (i.e., the 
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MMCIC [for Parcels D, H, 4 and 3 only]). Since DOE first began performing annual inspections 
of City records in May 2001, Ms. Smiley and Mr. Bird have been performing spot-checks of all 
permits located within a particular City file (City files are typically maintained by street address) 

· in order to confirm that the entire set of permits is maintained in chronological order (most-
. recent at front of file). These spot-checks have consistently shown that the City maintains its 

permit files under configuration control. 

The following three tables, and "Note" at the end of the tables, correspond to the City of 
Miamisburg's filing system (which provides each building with a street address [except for those 
buildings that the MMCIC plans to demolish]). Therefore, the following tables are not arranged 
via "parcel." 
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Table 1. City of Miamisburg's file on "720 Mound Road" (AKA "All Mound Buildings"). 

Permit Date of Permit Nature of Work Location of Work 
No. Permit Submitted Work Performed 

Request by by 

020460 5/13/02 MMCIC City inspection of electrical Test Fire City 
work performed in (at that Valley, Engineer 
time, future) Phase I parcel. Phase I 

parcel 

Table 2. City ofMiamisbur~'s file on "1100 Vanguard Boulevard" (AKA "Buildin~ 87"). 

Permit Date of Permit Nature of Work Location of Work 
No. Permit Submitted Work Performed 

Request by by 

2279 6/26/03 MMCIC& Occupancy Permit Building 87, City 
Perkin- Phase I Engineer 
Elmer parcel 

030109 3/5/03 Larry Stein Building Permit Building 87, Larry Stein 
Realty (installation of shed to Phase I Realty 

store chemicals) parcel 

021162 11114/02 Larry Stein Building Permit (building Building 87, Larry Stein 
Realty interior work) Phase I Realty 

parcel 

021089 10/23/02 Super Heating & Air Building 87, Super 
Mechanical Conditioning Permit (gas Phase I Mechanical 

piping to pent-house) parcel 

020954 9/16/02 S&D Heating & Air Building 87, S&D 
Osterfeld Conditioning Permit (work Phase I Osterfeld 
Co. on roof of building) parcel Co. 

020787 7/22/02 Larry Stein Building Permit (building Building 87, Larry Stein 
Realty interior/masonry work) Phase I Realty 

parcel 
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Table 3. City of Miamisburg's file on "1388, 1390, 1392, 1394, 1396 and 1398 Vanguard 
Boulevard" (currently treated as "1390 "Vanguard Boulevard [AKA "flex" building on 
Parcel 4], since the building will be occupied by a single tenant, instead of five separate 
tenants). 

Permit Date of Permit Nature of Work Location of Work 
No. Permit Submitted Work Performed 

Request by by 

031127 12/3/03 Designed Heating & Air Conditioning Flex Designed 
Plumbing Permit (gas piping to first of building, Plumbing 
&Heating five areas in same building) Parcel4 & Heating 

040100 2/10/04 Designed Heating & Air Conditioning Flex Designed 
040101 Plumbing Permit (gas piping to building, Plumbing 
040102 & Heating remaining four of five areas Parcel4 & Heating 
040103 in same building) 

031075 11/6/03 Garber Building Permit (utility Flex Garber 
Electric work, involving building, Electric 
Contractor underground lines [i.e., Parcel4 Contractor 

excavation]) 

040048 1/15/04 Ohio Building Permit Flex Ohio 
Valley Fire (installation of sprinkler building, Valley Fire 
Protection system) Parcel4 Protection 

031160 12/18/03 Ohio Building Permit Flex Ohio 
Valley Fire (installation of underground building, Valley Fire 
Protection water lines [i.e., Parcel4 Protection 

excavation]) 

031140 12/10/03 Garber Building Permit (install fire Flex Garber 
Electric alarm) building, Electric 
Contractor Parcel4 Contractor 

031076 11/6/03 AirTron Heating & Air Conditioning Flex AirTron 
Heating & Permit (installation of gas building, Heating & 
Cooling furnace and drop-ceiling) Parcel4 Cooling 

030954 10/3/03 Ferguson Building Permit (build Flex Ferguson 
Construct- "Flex" building, with five building, Construct-
lOll entrances, to allow Parcel4 lOll 

occupancy by five separate 
tenants). Excavation work 
involved. 
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NOTE: The following additional City files were reviewed on May 13, 2004, however, none of 
these files contained permits that had not already been identified in previous DOE annual reports 
on the effectiveness of Institutional Controls. The City of Miamisburg does not maintain files on 
buildings that the MMCIC plans to demolish (i.e., GP-1 Building in Parcel3; and Buildings 3, 
63, the magazines and Salt Storage Shed in the Phase I parcel). 

City of Miamisburg's file on "500 Capstone Circle "(AKA "GH Building"): 
No permits filed (for GH Building, located in Parcel3) since permits were first identified 
in previous DOE annual reports on effectiveness of Institutional Controls. Building 
currently occupied by DOE, in accordance with no-cost Easement with MMCIC. 

City of Miamisburg's file on "790 Enterprise Court" (previously listed as "1199 
Mound Road" [AKA "Building 100"]): 
No permits filed (for Building 100, located in Parcel D) since permits were first identified 
in previous DOE annual reports on effectiveness oflnstitutional Controls. Building 100 
currently occupied by DOE contractor. 

City of Miamisburg's file on "1195 Mound Road" (AKA "Building 105"): 
No permits filed (for Building 105, located in Parcel D) since permits were first identified 
in previous DOE annual reports on effectiveness of Institutional. Controls. Building 105 
has been occupied by the same MMCIC tenant for several years. 

City of Miamisburg's file on "1075 Mound Road" (AKA "Building 102"): 
No permits filed (for Building 102, located in the Phase I parcel) since permits were first 
identified in previous DOE annual reports on effectiveness of Institutional Controls. 
Building 102 currently DOE-owned and -occupied. 
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Review of City of Miamisburg records, other than Permits: 

The following paragraph is taken, verbatim, from the previous year's annual report, because a 
property-owner's adherence to the IC's imposed on a land parcel is critical to the effective 
maintenance of those IC's. The MMCIC (and all future property owners) are required to comply 
with the institutional controls associated with parcels at the former DOE Mound Site Property. 
To facilitate compliance, the MMCIC ensures that all parties performing work on behalf of the 
MMCIC (e.g., landscaping, utility work involving excavation, construction) are aware of, and 
subject to compliance with, the institutional controls. The MMCIC accomplishes this by 
embedding the following language in the Technical Requirements section of all Requests for 
Proposal (RFP) and subsequent Work Orders: 

Excavated soils must be managed and remain on MMCIC property. Soils from 
excavation shall be placed at an on-site location, as directed by MMCIC. 

The MMCIC Project Manager who oversees work performed on-site also monitors the vendor's 
work and conformance to all Technical Requirements in the Work Order. In addition to the 
Technical Requirement requiring compliance with the institutional controls, the MMCIC 
provides a real estate easement to the vendor, and this easement is recorded with Montgomery 
County as a matter of public record. At the end ofthis report, following the sample DOE 
"Excavation/Soil Disturbance Permit" for soils relocated from DOE-owned!MMCIC-leased 
property to MMCIC-owned Parcel 4, is a sample easement. Note that provision 2.0 ofthe 
easement provides detailed information to the utility provider/vendor on the institutional controls 
associated with the MMCIC's property. The DOE applauds the proactive approach that the 
MMCIC has taken, to ensure that all parties performing work at the former DOE Mound Site 
Property are aware of, and subject to compliance with, the institutional controls imposed on the 
property. By passing on responsibility to comply with the institutional controls to a third party, 
the MMCIC also passes liability onto that third party. In the event that MMCIC sells all or 
portions of the Mound Site Property, all future property owners would be well served by 
following the MMCIC's example (e.g., in granting an easement to a utility provider, a prudent 
property owner would embed the institutional controls in the easement itself, rather than assume 
the utility provider will read the quit claim deed [in which the institutional controls appear]). 
Continuing public education is an important component of DOE's post-closure stewardship 
planning efforts to-date, and educating all future property owners on their responsibility to 
comply with the institutional controls will be a critical element of the DOE's public education 
campaign. 

As mentioned in an earlier section of this annual report, prior to initiating construction of the 
"Flex" building in Parcel4 (or any other new construction on any land parcel), the MMCIC 
provides the builder with a pre-construction package that includes a description of the IC's 
associated with that particular parcel. This is yet another method that the MMCIC employs to 
ensure that the builder is aware of the IC' s applied to that parcel. In a new construction scenario, 
probably the most important IC to educate builders on is the prohibition against removing any 
soils from the original boundaries of the Mound Site Property. A copy of materials from the 
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MMCIC's pre-construction package for the Flex building in Parcel4 is included as a sample in 
this annual report (immediately following the field inspection checklists). 

Also mentioned in an earlier section of this annual report, the MMCIC's Comprehensive Reuse 
Plan (last updated in December 2003) identifies each building at the Mound Advanced 
Technology Center as its own lot. Eventually, the MMCIC plans to plat the entire Mound Site 
Property). In order for the MMCIC to receive fmancing (e.g., for new construction) on land 
parcels that comprise the original Mound Site Property, the MMCIC must record a lot split with 
the Montgomery County Recorder's Office. The MMCIC has already initiated action, and 
received approval from the Miamisburg Planning Commission, to do a 4.699-acre lot split of that 
portion ofParcel4 that contains the Flex building. This is the first time the MMCIC has done a 
lot split of a discrete land parcel. A copy of the Minutes from the October 6, 2003 meeting of the 
Miamisburg Planning Commission, approving the lot split, is located in this annual report 
(immediately behind the MMCIC's pre-construction package for the Flex building). In the near 
future, the MMCIC plans to record the Parcel 4/Flex building lot split with the Montgomery 
County Recorder's Office. It is worth noting that, in the event that the MMCIC does not require 
financing for property improvements it conducts within a parcel, the MMCIC may not 
immediately record an approved lot split with the County. However, if the MMCIC later decides 
to sell that property, the MMCIC would need to record the lot split with the County at that time. 
The recorded real estate documentation would include the original quit claim deed that DOE 
issued to the MMCIC for the parcel, as a whole, as well as the "CERCLA 120(h) Summary 
Notice of Hazardous Substances" associated with the original parcel. This will ensure that future 
property-owners, of individual lot splits, remain aware of the IC's imposed on acreage that lies 
within the boundaries of the original parcels that DOE conveyed to the MMCIC. 

The following paragraph is also taken, verbatim, from the previous year's annual report, because 
a property-owner's adherence to the IC's imposed on a land parcel is critical to the effective 
maintenance ofthose IC's. Movement of soil throughout the Mound Site Property, while not 
specifically prohibited by the institutional controls, is nevertheless an indicator of the potential 
removal of soil from the site - an action strictly prohibited by the institutional controls. The 
MMCIC is already coordinating the movement of soil and site grading, as the DOE completes 
remediation of individual soil contamination sites. However, once the DOE-EM mission is 
complete, managing the movement of soil throughout the site could be an effective way for the 
property owner(s) to ensure that soil is not being removed from the site, as a whole. To 
accomplish this task, the MMCIC's Comprehensive Reuse Plan (CRP) establishes where future 
construction/property improvements will occur on the former DOE Mound Site Property. The 
CRP also includes a site-wide soil grading plan. The CRP was adopted by the City of 
Miamisburg, and incorporated in the City's Comprehensive Plan. The City's Comprehensive 
Plan is the basis for zoning of properties that fall within the city limits. The MMCIC, as the 
current property owner, requires all tenants at the Mound Advanced Technology Center (MATC) 
to comply with the CRP. However, in the future, ifthe MMCIC decides to subdivide the 
property and sell portions (or all) of the former DOE Mound Site Property, the new property 
owners would still have to comply with the requirements stipulated in the CRP and the City's 
Comprehensive Plan. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

The institutional controls for Parcels D, H, 4, 3 and Phase I continue to function as designed, 
adequate oversight mechanisms appear to be in place to identify possible violations of those 
controls, and adequate resources are available to correct or mitigate any problems in the event 
that a violation were to occur. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) Groundwater monitoring well# 158 (located in Parcel4, near the intersection of Benner Road 
and Old State Route 25) is in an area of high pedestrian (public) traffic. There is no concrete pad 
around the well collar, and the casing extends above-ground in a grassy area located between a 
paved sidewalk and a landscaped area. The MMCIC plans to expand the nearby landscaping to 
include the area surrounding well# 158. This is a best management practice, designed to keep 
pedestrian traffic away from the well, and further protect the well from inadvertent damage 
caused by the MMCIC' s lawn maintenance activities. 

(2) Groundwater monitoring well # 400 (located in the Phase I.C sub-parcel) is in a tall-grass 
area, and is somewhat difficult to see. DOE should, as a best management practice, place orange 
cones or some other marker near the well as a temporary measure to protect the well from 
inadvertent damage by lawn maintenance activities in that area. Once the final set of monitoring 
wells has been defined in the various Records of Decision that cover the entire Mound Site 
Property, those wells should be subject to best management practices of a more permanent nature 
(such as erection of permanent and visually-apparent barriers around each well). 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 

For further information on the content of this annual report or the Mound Site Property, in 
general, contact either: 

Mr. Paul Lucas 
Remedial Project Manager 
DOE-MCP 
500 Capstone Circle·. 
Miamisburg, OH 45342 
(937) 847-8350, ext. 314 

Ms. Sue Smiley 
Environmental Restoration Project Manager 
DOE-MCP 
500 Capstone Circle 
Miamisburg, OH 45342 
(937) 847-8350, ext. 318 

For further information on the regulatory processes governing the CERCLA 120(h) process for 
property transfer at the former Mound Site Property, contact: 

Mr. David Seely 
Remedial Project Manager 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
77 W. Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604-:-3590 
(312) 886-7058 

Mr. Brian Nickel 
Remedial Project Manager 
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 
401 E. Fifth St. 
Dayton, OH 45402-2911 
(937) 285-6468 

Ms. Celeste Lipp 
Ohio Department of Health 
P.O. Box 118 
Columbus, OH 43266-0118 
(614) 728-0395 
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Field Inspection Checklists 
for 

Parcels D, H, 4, 3 and Phase I 

(inspections conducted on May 18, 2004) 



Date(s) Performed: 5 I l e Jo~ 

CHECKLIST 
for 

Review of Effectiveness 
. of 

Institutional Controls 

Review led by: Sue. SM;}~ t bOE Phone#: (q~ 1) 84/7- 8350 J X. 3( B 

Participants: Po.ul Luco.s "'"E· D~vid Seely OsEPA · Brc'o.n l '•', ~eJ 0 EPA· >vv, .. l 7 . "' ..... , 7 

Ce\es4<2. Lipp, ODH; ·Be+h Moort.,C.i.J.y o~ Mi'C\.mtsbur9; cr~~ O'Dell 
1 

OEPA7 

DMo~B~~:uu~."""s,cHzM; 1\1\cu-K ~;Uicd"J Gl-f2M} Ron Stt::tobley, OOE.- L~\'7 a.ru'l . • , IVt Me IC 
Parcel rev1ewe : -:I:> ' 
Summary of property improvements since DOE's sale of parcel or since the previous Review 
(whichever is most recent). For example, have buildings been demolished or erected? Has 
surface water flow been modified? Has landscaping been done? 

'N/A. ?a.rc.:elD v'u·4ucdly unc..ha.nt;t0:{ s;nce. 145+ t~pe.cbon (5/21/03) 

Evidence of Soil removal from the "1998 Mound Plant Property''? Yes ( ) No~ 

5Cl.n"le. -two piles of sQ..nd (noted lt'l 5/2..1/03 lnsp~c.hOI"l v- 'is+ 
one\ ~ Jtz.Jo ::s finaJ ~por-I-) . 

Evidence of (non-DOE) Groundwater use? Yes ( . ) No~ 

Evidence of land use other than "Industrial" (e.g., residential) ? Yes( ) NoO<( 

Signage/Markers in good repair (if applicable)? Yes( ) No( ) 

N /A . St~'na.9e IS not o.n IC ~or 'Pa.rcel b. 

Fencing in good repair (if applicable)? Yes( ) No( ) 

N J A . Fe.nG•n~ ts no+- ~n \C. for Petree! D . 

Groundwater Monitoring Wells maintained properly? Yes <'/J No ( ) 

W~\\ .:tf 3 5\ Fd loc..Ked l!: in ~ood ~pcitr. 

P"~~ 1 ot- 3 
( Pa.rce.L! -"D ) 



Air Monitoring Stations maintained properly (if applicable)? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

N/A. Air N\onitortn~ ntrt po.r1- of CERc;:LA ~rnedy 'fOr- ?C\rce( )) . 

Containment system(s) in good repair (if applicable)? 

~}A 

Site Surveillance equipment in good repair (if applicable?) 

N/A 
Other equipment associated with maintenance of the 
Institutional Controls in good repair (if applicable)? 

~/A 

Yes( ) No( ) 

Yes( ) No( ) 

Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Summary of items discovered during previous Review (and disposition of same): 

Date of previous Review: 5/2.1/03 

Item# 1: Vt-rt·F~ soorc:.e of 2. pi \e-s oft. Corrected? Yesj>{.J 
so.nd.(Cnme fYo"' N\MC.\C.'s 

Item# 2: tn~+a..\lo..ho, of t..>tili-kf lint Corrected? Yes( ) 

Item# 3: 
loy Build•,. JOO. wort< wo.s 

Corrected? Yes( ) p~v. m\.-thzd 6 Ce'+y of 

Item# 4: 
~\QJ'I\tsbur~ . 

Corrected? Yes ( ) 

Personnel interviewed during the physical walk-over of parcel, or during review of 
documentation associated with the parcel: 

Ptlnn B ·,n::J > M.N\C.IC.. . . 
Sue. SoJ<er-, Ci-ly o~ MtQ.mtsbo':f 

No( ) 

No( ) 

No( ) 

No( ) 

List of Documents reviewed (e.g., street opening permits or construction permits approved by the 
City of Miamisburg, engineering drawings for improvements to property, aerial photographs, 
maps): 

No ne.w ~t'roi+s f.i)~ tor Po.rcel D "5\nte- da..te & las+-· 
'"'~~c...'\\on'(5/z.~o~. ·,R~~r -to pre.v,ovs 'yeo.r:s) Anno~. Re.pori!; 
on \C'4.J ~or ~ .... ilott ~ ptrmi+~ ~or Parw D. 

Based upon the review oft e above8isted Documents, were property improvements covered by 
the appropriate approvals (e.g., construction permit approved by City? movement of soil or use 
of groundwater approved by the regulators?). 

N JA . No \.VorK pe..rtorMec\ s.,nc.e 
do..~ or- \a.s+ tn.sped-1 Or'\ e; J <.1/03. 

Yes( ) No( ) 

Pag~ 2.of3 
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Miscellaneous items noted during review: 

N./A 
Recommendations: 

N/A 
~onclusion: \ ("' 1 r tO (' . d . -_j ..J 

\..-,c) tor Ta.r-c..e.l :D con-hnue. +o llJf\c..,non as es•<j'leQ ,all(.~ 
a.cle'lua:hz .. ow..rs'5ht- mec.ha.nJ~f'W"\s o..ppea.r -to be 1n pla.c.e -fiS tderrn'fy 
\C... v to\a:hons. 

Checklist prepared b . , ·, Date: ?/I 9 /O~ 

Pa<3e 3 of-3 
(Parc:eL: 1) ) 



. Date(s) Performed: \5} I 'Ofo"f · 

CHECKLIST 
·for 

Review of Effectiveness . 
of 

Institutional Controls 

Review led by: Sue.: ~;\e.y 
1 

bOE Phone#: (q31) 8-¥7- 6350, X.. 318 · 

. Participants: PO.JJI Lucas, DOE; Da..vid Seely) usEPAj Err'IU'l ~·'c.Jt:el. OEPA7 
· Ce \es-kl. · Lipp, ODH; ·Be+h Moore, C.;+y o(: M1~rntsbur9) lfan~ 0' Dell 

1 
DEPA7_ 

ronk8~.Jtllr~ms, CHZM; MarK G ;)I;((/- 1 GHZM] Ron Sta.obley > t)OE- LN\'-, 
Parc~~ie~ea:·• M~CI(.. • 

\--\ 
Summary of property improvements since DOE's sale of parcel or since the previous Review 
(whichever is most recent). For example, have buildings been demolished or erected? Has 
surface water flow been modified? Has landscaping been done? 

N/A. Pa.rc:e.l H v\r-t-uoJJy· unc.hc.~ruJzcf,s.,rtc.e last 1hspec:hon (sjZJfo3) 

Evidence of Soil removal from the "1998 Mound Plant Property''? Yes ( ) No ;>Q 

Evidence of (non-DOE) Groundwater use? Yes( ) No()<( 

Evidence of land use other than "Industrial" (e.g.; residential) ? . Yes( ) No c)Q 

Signage/Markers in good repair (if applicable)? Yes( ) No( ) 

N /.A. ~ '~ naCjt. IS not an IC for"" Petree I ·H. 

Fencing in good repair(if applicable)? Yes( ) No( ) 

N /A. Fenc:"'''.3 cs not an \C f'or ~rce.\ H. 
Groundwater Monitoring Wells maintained properly? 

w~n it 332.. \n 'jooc:l re p0:1 r. 
Yesc)<i' No( ) 

Pa9e 1 ot- 3 
·. ( Pa.rc~L~ \-\ ) 



. .. . . . . 

· . , Air Monitoring Stations maintained properly (if applicable)? Yes ( ) . No ( ) . . 

~/A· is exn ci'r rY\Or'l:br,n9 s~"ho.n· '" P~rcel H~ howeVlf. cttr­
. . ... mon i \ora "'9 \S no+ po..r+- oF-_ Ct.Ra!\ T1UY\edy ~r PC\ reel ti .. 
Containment system(s) in good repair (if applicable)? Yes{ ) No ( ) -

- N/A 
Site Slu-veillance equipment in good ;epair (if applicable?) 

Other equipment associated with maintenance of the 
Institutional Controls in good repair (if applicable)? 

Yes( ) No( ) 

Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Summary of items discovered during previous Review (and disposition of same): 

Date of previous Review: 5/ 2 f J 0 -~ 
W/A. · · 

Item# 1: wenz no Pa.rc:el H 
r~comrvuw.da:hons ~om 
'5 )zt (o~ ·,nspec4ion Item# 2: 

Item#3: 

Item# 4: 

Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( · ) 

Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Personnel interviewed during the physical walk-over of parcel, or during review of 
documentation associated with the parcel: 

Do.nn· B',rd 1 \1\~C.\C . . . . 
Sue 8a.Ke..r , C;~ ot; ~to. I'\"\ is bo~ 

List of Documents reviewed (e.g., street opening permits or construction permits approve4 by the 
City of Miamisburg, engineering drawings for improvements to property, aerial photographs, 

maps): No new permits ~\\e:i ~f""" Po.ReJ H,stV\c:.e. do...te o~ lets+ . 
·\f\spec::.fton (5}2-t/03) ·. Reft.r to pr--Cl\ltovs '{ears' Annu~ R~por~ 

Of'\ lC'A ~ ... descrip-hon of- pet-fl'\ih; For P~rcel .H. 
Based upon the review of the above-listed Documents, were property improvements covered by 
the appropriate approvals (e.g., construction permit approved by City? movement of soil or use 
of groundwater approved by the regulators?). 

N/A·. No wor"K ~rf'ortnEd ~;nee. 
do.le. o~ \as.+ \t1sp~c.ho'1 (5/2.1/o~). 

Yes( ) No( ) 

PaC3~ 2.of3 
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Miscellaneous items noted during review: 

N}A 
· Recommendations: 

.N/A 

PGt<3e 3 oF 3 
<Par,eL: H ) 



Date(s) Performed: 5} I ejo~ 

CHECKLIST. 
for 

Review of Effectiveness 
of 

Institutional Controls 

Review led by: Sue.. 5M.;\e.y • hOE Phone#: (q37) 84f7- 8350 J X. 31 B 

. Participants: Po.ul Lucas 1"\"'E· · D~vcd Seely usEPA · Brc'a.n J....li'c..JGel 0 ~I':) A· . . ) LJ\.1 , ) '] , ~. 7 

Ce\es-1<2. Lipp, OOH; ·Be+h N\oore.)C;~ o~ ~l'ctmtsbor9) CJa.n~ O'Dell 
1 

OEPA7 
~o~B~~· :llttA.""'s, CHzM; J\1\a.rK Gr;\lic:d--JGHzM; Ron Stt:tobley, OOE:.- Ll\1\'? 
va.nn 1 1 M MC.I(, 

Parcel reviewe :. 4 · 
S~ary of property improvements since DOE's sale of parcel or since the previous Review 
(whichever is most recent). For example, have buildings been demolished or erected? Has 
surface water flow been modified? Has landscaping been done? 

~N\C.l(. tauil+ '' F\e~' Buildinq tn SW cort"ler oF Pa.tcel 4 f\(ZQ)' 

\nte~c:..+ion of! \/a.nqCJc:lJ"c/ Blvd. o..ncf 0 ld Sf-. ~. 25. Bvi\dtnq7 cz.)(+et-ror 
COI'Y\ple+t.. Build '"9 1n::J.erior worK. ~ ta.ndsca.ping s.ft'l( \f"l pr6<jress. 

Evidence of Soil removal from the "199~ Mound Plant Property''? Yes ( ) No~ . . . 

· ~ns+vuc:.h of\ or- l=\e.x bu,ldmq Jnvolved .(.kc:AVct;h'~ra , now~Ve.r, tnVVJe.U.S 
Wtth N\~c.\c. (->CZ..~"'5>onne\ , an-8 revr~w tfo """"C.lC.. Q.r'ld C..t+y of.. · 

. ""'a..'Y\\Shurq ,f'\d,~s e.\'kco.Vctteq Soils lc.)Q..re. \r\OLrtd\e.cl o..ppYopr•a+ely. 
Evidence of (non-DOO) Groundwater use? A ts o J-soil sto..ged Yes ( ) No fo...... A 

l n S t:: c..or ner o ~ R:..rc:el ';<.:. 
·4, neo..r DOE Con-swucnon 
Go.:hz entv"a.n.c.e · 

Evidence of land use other than "Industrial" (e.g., residential) ? Yes( ) No(><( 

Signage/Markers in good repair (if applicable)? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

N.}A. S19n~ IS no+ par+ o~ c~ ~rnedy tor Pc:c.rad 4. 
Fencing in good repair (if applicable)? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

N J A. FenciJ'\cj l~ no+ p::tt+ of CERCt.A rnrnec{y Q:,r farzeJ 4 .. 
Groundwater Monitoring Wells maintained properly? Yes 9Q No ( ) 

\Nt.\\ * \SS ( ne.oY tn~~ec:.+aon o~ Behne.- Rd. C\'lQ Cld s+. R-L Z5) 
1n a.f'~ o~ ht~n pq,des+rian ( f>'lbli<..) n--~ffic. . 

\N{.\l # tse (~nd *'s 354. a.ncl L4Ll!f) a.nz. 
· \oe,Ked Gt.nd •n Cjood repo.tr: . Po.~~ 1 ot- 3 

( Pa.rce.L: L{ ) 



Air Monitoring Stations maintained properly (if applicable)? _ , Yes ( ) No ( ) \ , 

N J A . No a:tr ~on·,it;,r,,9 · s+evttorts on PArc.el 4 (nor ·, s O..li" 

moni\orJn~ pat1- o~ cERCJ.A nuYled y tor P~c:el <(.) . . . 
Containment.system(s) in good repair (if applicable)? · Yes ( ) No ( ) 

N.jA 

Site Surveillance equipment in good repair (if applicable?) Yes( ) No( ) 

NjA 
Other equipment associated with maintenance of the 
Institutional Controls in good repair (if applicable)? 

Yes( ) No( ). 

N/A 
Summary of items discovered during previous Review (and disposition ofsame): 

Date of previous Review: 5/ Z f /03 ( a.rt d 5/ 2.. 9/ 0 3) 
. Item# 1: vcz.rity source o~ ..fopso ·,1 lfl MMCIC.. 

So i\ s-\a.9ing a..t120... . 

Item # 2: \ o s pee.-\- w t U *'5 35~ o.nd J.j ll"'' 
wncin +e.l'r"ain S~l"'. Ve2.riFy wells 

Item# 3: o.na. \oc."~d 1 secure 

Item# 4: · 

Corrected? 

Corrected? 

Corrected? 

Corrected? 

Yesp(J 

Yes9(2 

Yes ( ) 

Yes( ) 

Personnel interviewedduring the physical walk-over of parcel, or during review of 
documentation associated with the parcel: 

source. was 
No( CHM worK 

)c s.d~ wo.IK; -fo 
~\d9 ~1). 

No( ) o..cco""p Irs .._£>d 
dUr•"'l FoJfoN· 

No( ) 
up rns~~dton 
on 5/ ~(03. 

No( ) 

. . Dann Bir'd., N\W\C.lC . . · 
&+h N\oore:, ~;+y o~ M~a.r:'tsbu~ . · . · 
5u~ &.Ke.r ., G clr N\\C\.Yn\sbu 

List of Documents reviewed ( e1., street opening permits Q · construction permits approved by the 
City of Miamisburg, engineering drawings for improvements to property, aerial photographs, . 
maps): On 5/L?J/o&#., revlewtc:J. +he toflow,'l9 pvmits a..f City En_st'1~er's 
office: 031121, oqoaoo- OAf? 10.3 ,o~ ro.;s) D"'CX>Afe,oa It <Do, 03i1LfO, 
03lOI<o 

1 
03095~. Also re,.,t(.Wctcl Mto..rl'\tshu~ Pla.nrun' CommtSSiofl'S 

a.pp"o"o.l o~ fb.Yc:el 4 lot-spl:t) q_nd Mtt\CIC pr(-Constnk+ton pk~ tor FJex. · 
Based upon the review of the above-listed Documents, were property improvements covered by build in~ 
the appropriate approvals (e.g., construction permit approved by City? movement of soil or use co 1'\Sh-udlon 
of groundwater approved by the regulators?). , )V\ 

Yesi''\ No ( ) 

J1C3~ 2..of3 
( Pa.rc:e.\: ~ ) 



. Miscellaneous items noted during review: 

·. NjA 

· Recommendations: . . . . 

MMC.IC plcms 4o e)(pQ.nd lanclsc~lf'\9 '" V\~lrt··~ o~.we.\1.:#:' tse)--to . 
\~c:lucle +ne. wca\1 .'+s~l F, 11"1. order io p~+ec;:.+ pe,dAZ.S-h-•ctns on pulohc.. 
Su:!e!:.~K. fv-om -tv, pp1n9 on wei\ O\"' Ja.wn mQ.tnieha.n.ce .Rq_t>t p. A--of!\ hi thnq wdL 

.Conclusion: '\C'.o tor 'Pa.iGe.l Lf con-hnue. +o ~f\c.,hon ·a.s des•Cjrted ,allcl 
o.det:tua:hz: ove..rs'5h+ mec.Y&a.ntsMs a.ppmr -to 10ca- 1n pla.ce -liS rderrh'fy 
\C... V\ol"'itons. · 

Checklist prepared by: ate: S /1 ejo '-1 
U.S. Department of Energy 

Ptt<3e 3. of- 3 
(P~r,e.L: i ) 



.. Date(s) Performed: 5} I e Joa.f 

CHECKLIST 
for 

Review -of Effectiveness 
of 

Institutional Controls 

Review led by: Sue. 5M,;\~ t hOE ~hone#: (q37) 84/-7- 8350 ,x. 31 B 
. . - . . - -

Participants: Po..ut Lucas, DOE; Do..vid Seel.y, L)SEPA] Bra'An ~Hc..Kel, DEPA7 · 
Ce \es-kl. Lipp, ODH; ·Be+h Moore.> C;ry o~ M!'ct~tsbur9i lfa.n~ 0' Delf 

1 
DEPA7 . 

~o~_ B~~;Ut(l.n"\S,CHZM j MarK c;;n;t.t.t 1 GHZM) Ron Sta.obley> OOE:.-LN\·?· 
va..nn . 1 , M ""c v- · 

· Parcel reVIewe : 
3 

"- · _ 
Summary of property improvements since DOE's sale of parcel or since the previous Review 
(whichever is most recent). For example, have buildings been demolished or erected? Has 
surface water flow been modified? Has landscaping been done? · 

N.}A. P~tL£.1 3 ·. Vl r-\v~Uy urtc:ha.nge<l S\vtc.e... \a~t )n5pic.-hon (sJZ-1/0~) . 
Evidence ofSoilremoval from the "1998 Mound Plant Property"? Yes( ) No OQ _ · . 

SlnK-ho\t '" o.sph~: po.rf<u,9 b.ohtf\cl &H Boildin~. ~va..~c:{ dtr+ b 
· U.'Sp~ctl+ ~a.ytt'\q btts rde holcz. MMC.\C. ctr,c:l "DC~ "' l"r\tcfs+ oF dwo:te. 

9ve.r re..oo..rr o~ st~K-l,ole~nd breo..K "' s-form- xz 
Evidence of (ntm-DOE) Groundwater us~ ..L..... ,_ \ I . Yes ( ) No ) 

\,\.J(l:r~ . .r SCL~JJY I Tl e. 
-+ha..f· eqos ¢ d "rJ.) • 

Evidence of land use other than "Industrial" (e.g., residential) ? Yes( ) No(~ 

Signage/Markers in good repair (if applicable)? Yes( ) No( ) 

N J A- • '5 'J """Je._rJot tt'l !C. ~.... 'Pt:tt"te I 3 . 
Fencing in good repair (if applicable)? . · Yes ( ) No ( ) 

NjA. Fen~•tlj noto.tJ \C {0..-~cd ~ 
Groundwater Monitoring Wells maintained properly? Yes( ) No( ) 

N jA ~ No w.t.lls on J1rceJ 3. 

Po.~~ 1 oF3 
( Pa.rceL~ 3 ) · 



Air Monitoring Stations maintained properly (if applicable)? -· Yes ( ) No ( . ) 

t-.1 J A . Jl. i y 1-\oni\on~ no+ ~+ oF · CER.OA. ren-et!y r; ~~el .3 · 
. -

Co~tainment system(s) in good ~epair (if applicable)? Yes ( ) No( ) _ 

Site Surveillance equipment in good repair (if applicable?) Yes( ) No( ) 

N/A 
Other equipment associated with maintenance ofthe 
Institutional Controls in good repair (ifapplicable)? 

Yes ( ) No ( ) 

N/A 
Summary of items discovered during previous Review (and disposition of same): 

Date of previous Review: 5 j2.1fo?:> 
Item# 1: N /A . We-re. ncf«rrel 3 Corrected? Yes( ) 

Item# 2: r~tY\mUld~-ht>nS i't>n, Corrected? Yes( ) 

Item# 3: 
5)2.' Jo~ \f\~pecho~ . 

Corrected? Yes ( ) 

Item# 4: Corrected? Yes ( ) 

Personnel interviewed during the physical walk-over of parcel, or during review of 
documentation associated with the parcel: 

Dttnl') B i rei , MJJ\C.\C . . 
StR. Ba..Ker\ CiJ,.y o~ .N\ta..rY\\sbur:J 

No( ) 

No( ) 

No( ) 

No( ) 

List of Documents reviewed (e.g., street opening permits or construction permits approved by the 
City of Miamisburg, engineering drawings for improvements to property, aerial photographs, 

maps): No p2-YMiis ~\ed tpr-- GH (or- GP_-1-) bui\cl.t'l9 .,s•n'e -those. 
'f"eVIe..W(l.c!. \t\ ~vtoos yea..rs 1 "'s~chons · 

Based upon the review of the above-listed Documents, were property improvements covered by 
the appropriate approvals (e.g., construction permit approved by City? movement of soil or use 
of groundwater approved by the regulators?). -

M/A . Nu wo..-K, rvrnecl S.lnc.e 

da:k oF \Qs+ \n> pec-ilon (_s ,f21 fo3) 

Yes ( ) No ( ) 

. Pag~ Zof3 
( Pt:trc:e.\ : 3 · ) 



Miscellaneous items noted during review: · 

· N/A 
Recommendations: 

. I 

' ' 

Pa<3e 3 :of-3 
· (P"-r'e.U 3 ) 



Date(s)Perfonned: 5}1 efo'f 

.CHECKLIST 
for 

Review of Effectiveness 
of 

Institutional Controls 

Reviewledby: Sue.~;\~ t bOE Phone#:{q:;7)8~7-83SO>x.318 · 

Participants: Po.uJ Lucas DoE· D~vcd Seely L)sEPA · Brc'An J...(,'c..Kel o EPA· . ' ) . , ) ·7 , ., 

Ce \es-k Llpp, OOH; -Be+h Moore,(.;~ o~ Mi'ctmtsbor9) lf~~ 0' Dell_, OEPA; 
~o~B~~~~~~~~} CHZ""; MarK G ;)1;4f, GHZMi Ron St'lobley, OOE.- L_N\'7 
Parc~ev1eweO:, IC · 

Pho.se- I 
Summary ofproperty improvements since DOE's sale of parcel or since the previous Review 
(whichever is most recent). For example, have buildings been demolished or erected? Has 
surface water flow been modified? Has landscaping been done? . . 

Phose I. ROD s15ned Cful>:: 2003; par~e\ hru; ye-+ 11;, be conyed 
-\t; M.N\C.\C. Wcr-K MMCIC. pE!t-Forn"\ed for MA-TC. +ehctQ+ lt'\ Bld~5 1"1 • 

. B, La3 ~· o.nd ~aaq,zines ftn .2.003' cove..r~d by per-t'Y\,+-3 \S~o~d by '-•ry· 
Ev1denct? 6fSdiT removal from the "1998 Mound Plan1 Property"? Yes ( ) No <)Q 

Soil s+a.Cjed neo..r- G:,r-""'e.r WE 'So.\+ S-\o1"'o.ge S~e.d cOJl\e ~~-two 
N\t-.1\C...\C./t::DE_\oil'\+ projflc-ls: unti.u-grourd o-h'llly lrnes ,fro"" Pha$e.LB 
<Oub-~cel "io "ttlrce.l 4.') afld ~N\ClC:'s oppe.Y hiH r-oad p rDJec:.f.. '" H:t.,..cels 

Evidence of (non-DOE) Groundwarer use? Yes ( ) No~ H a.nd 3. 

Evidence of land use other than "fudustrial" (e.g., residential) ? Yes( ) No?<\ 

· Signage/Markers in good repair (if applicable)? Yes( ) No ( ) 

Fencing in good repair (if applicable)? Yes( ) No( ) 

N}A. f"enan.9 nat M \C.. ~r ?ha~ei rarcel.. 
Groundwater Monitoring Wells maintained properly? · Yes c)() No ( ) 

F, v~ Wtd\s ( P¢33) qoo, l.f 'iS 
1 
Llll ,14"13) _M.d Ot'\.E! seep (CD' r) . 

tn Phose I. f':lrcel.a..nc:\ whtc.ha.:e svbt~c.+ -to Phase I. 
N\ NA RemE~.dy Groutldwo.:+ev N\o.,,iorm9 Plt.tn. Four o+t'leY . 

we\\> (39"1., '-iLf2., 3~'4, 3\~) on 'Pha<.;e I: P"'~e.f P~9e 1 of- 3 
are- no-f p~r-1- oP N\NA rem~dy. Wetr:#~OOd ~~J+ (Pa.r,eL: P~I) 

- -In or;oo. t-J~C) § -,QI"J'lC.COIW. 



. Air Monitoring Stations maintained properly (if applicable)? 

.· "' J A . A-t~ Moniknn9 Sta.;tJon \,y 
of- C£R..QA rU))edV ror Pn~e =r._ 

Containment system(s) in good repair (it applicable)? · 

Site Surveillance equipment in good repair (if applicable?) 

NJA 
Other equipment associated with maintenance of the 
Institutional Controls in good repair (if applicable)? 

N/-A 

Yes( ) No( .) 

B\d<j ~7 1s no+ tpa~ 
pctr-c:.ef . . ·. · 

Yes ( ) No ( ) · 

Yes( ) No( ) 

Yes( } No( ) 

Summary of items discovered during previous Review (and disposition of same): 

DateofpreviousReview: 1-J /A . --rhts IS nrst 1l~e Ph~e I 
pa.rc..e\ Wa.5 \11S pe.c::.+e.d · 

Item# 1: c_orrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Item# 2: Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Item# 3: Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Item# 4: Corrected? Yes ( ) No ( ) 

Personnel interviewed during the physl.cal walk-over of parcel, or'during review of 
documentation associated with the parcel: 

Da.nn- B irq MN\C IC. - . 
5u~ BoJ<er,) Ci~ o~ 4tan\tsbo5 

List of Documents reviewed (e.g., street opening permits or construction permits approved by the 
City of Miamisburg, engineering drawings for improvements to property, aerial photographs, 

maps): Review~d ~e rouowan. :9 ~rrnHs Bl~cf wi+}) Cify of 
"J\\etro\sloor.:J (a..U tor f.\dt3 B1) between lj22-jo2 a.ncl 
lP J2LD /03: :ft:'s 22.19, 03 o 109 ,o2.t J ~2., t:>2..tOac=t , o2.octs4, 02CI787 

Based upon the review of the above-listed Documents, were property improvements covered by 
the appropriate approvals (e.g., construction permit approved by City? movement of soil ot use 
of groundwater approved by the regulators?). 

Yes)() No ( ) 

...... 

PaC3~ 2.of3 
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Miscellaneous items noted during review: 

. . . 

Recommendations: · · · · · · ti I · 
'0Jel.l·=tf J..fOO (P~o.Se::r.c···sub-J:iQr-Le\) dt Fflc:.uH· -4o see)susc.ep · b ~-
tb do..~~e.. trom \o:wn-rnow&. Bes+ manel.C3fli'Yld'\t- pmc:hce WOUld be 
-+o _ plcu:e p..-~".9E' <=:<?.n~/ p+her ~~}{ers ~rQ~nd well. . · 

,Concll!sion: ) C '~ Fi:ir- tn~- ~he~."~ I. oo.rtel con tintuz ~ .£"' J.J · . ....! . • - ~ .all.J 
. _· . . - . . . . . r . . l'lJf\~non. t::)S aes19 ('\eQ , , 4 

as:le9.,uo:hz.. o w.rs.,~n+- mec.l,a.ntsf\"\s a.ppea.r -to "'~ 1 n .place -1-0 tdetl'nf)i · 
\C... v \o\a.ttons. · . 

Checklistprepared by: Date: 5jtv, ,Joi 
· . . U.S. Department of Energy . 

. P~e 3oF3 
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SAMPLE 

Materials from Pre-Construction Conference 
for MMCIC's construction 

of "Flex" building on Parcel 4 

(Agenda item 19.b and 
Work Sheet item 7 under "Grading" 

apply to institutional control prohibiting 
removal of soil from Mound Site Property) . 



Flex Building 

Pre-Construction Conference 

1) Introduction - Roles and Responsibilities 

2) Designation of Responsible Person 

3). Subrilittal of Shop Drawings, Product Data, and Samples 

4) Procedure for processing field decisions and Change Orders 

5) Procedure for processing Applications for Payment - Prevailing wage Reports 

6) Distribution of Contract Documents 

7) Preparation of Record Documents 

8) Parking 

9) Construction Schedule 

1 0) Office, work, and storage areas 

11) Equipment deliveries and priorities 

12) Subcontractors 

13) Contact Information (especially after hours) 

14) Safety procedures 

15) First Aid 

16) Security 

17) Housekeeping 

18) Working Hours 

19) Environmental Issues 

~ a) Erosion Control 

b) Soils- How do we get rid? Must stay on property. Either in Stock pile or mounds along 

Benner Road 

f\/Q/04 



\L 
~Rl<. fO BE DONE A.NO ALL WAT'EIIUAI.S AND ECVIP~ENT UNDER THIS 
t.Cf SHALL. BE GOVERNED BY THE STATE OF' OHIO, OEP.-.RTWENT OF' 
~TAnoN, CONSTRUCTION AND WATtAW. SPECIFICATIONS. L.ArtST ADDITION, AND 
)M(NT'S AND/OR AOOENOA lloiVtrTO, IP' ~ • .t.NO THE 
F' r.~IAMISBUIIO I'IEOUIA:E\IENTS AHO lt£Clll.,l..nQN$. 

J.CTOA TO vtRlrt' O:ISTtNCt AND LOC.&TION or AU. UTlUTIC$ BEFORE ST.f.ltTlNC 
:ttJCOON. IHI'ORW OWNER OF' .t.NY OISC".EP.t.NCIES. 

"JNTAACTOA S~ AlERT flolt OHIO UTIUTIES PROTECTION SERVICE (OUPS) AT 
·3152-278• AND OTHER A.PPROII'RIATt UTIUTlES AS NECESSARY J.T LtlST roATY-
( 48) HOURS BEFORE ANY O:CA.IIATION OR CONSTRUCTION IS INIT\f..TED TO ARRANGE 

:nuTY VERIFICATION AND CONSTRUCnoN INSPECTION SERIIICES. R(SPEC'TIVtL.Y. 
.1 OWN[R OF »N OISCREP.v«:tn. 

)..t.O SURFACES, UTV, .. JnES, BUILDIHQS, STRUCTVRES, SITE CONDITIONS, OR AICHT OF' 
:»STVRBEO BY COHSTitVCOON OF' IJJ"Y PART OF THIS IWPRO\IUI[NT AR[ TO BE 
=1:[0 COWPu:rti.Y TO THE WORE CONSTRUCnoN CONDITION OR BtTTER WHtN 
EO BY THE OWNtR. 

STlJRBED AHO/OR OAM.lGED PAV(WtNT'S, BERW$ AND OITCHtS SI-IAU. BE REPAIRED 
A REPVG£0 ..S OIRtCTtO 8'¥' T'H[ OWNER. 

S:FECT$ IN flo![ CONSTRVCTlON INCWOING MATERIALS OR WORICYANSHIP ~ liE 
:tO OR COitRECrtO BY RDIOVAL ANti REP1..ACOI£NT OR OTHER APPRI)II[O wmtOO 
TO ACCEPTANCE 8Y fl.4[ OWNtR. 

&.CTOIII ~L NOnN THE OWN[A MNT1-FOUR (24) HOURS PRIOR TO STARTING 
-lUCTlON. 

JNTAACTOR $)~AU. OBTAIN ALL NECESSAA'!' PEit~tT$. 

:rv~TION OF PROPERTY CORNERS AND SVRIIt't' tr.WI:ICEAS • Tl-1£ 
ACTOR SHALL CAII:EFIJU'f PRESERVt BENCH t.WIK$, PROP£RTY CQ,qNERS, 
CHCE POINTS, AND $TAlC[$ ANO, IH CAS[ Of' WILlfUL OR CNI:E\.aS 
•JCnON, Tl-1[ CONTJV.CTOR SHALl 9[ CHARC£0 WITH THE RESU\.TINC 
·SE AND Si'W.L BE RE$1'0NSI8L[ f'OR ANY UIST.f.IC[S THAT MAY BE CAUSED 
UR UNMtCESSAitt LOSS OR 0151\JRBN"CE. 

~0 STRUCTIJRD - LOCATION or UHOfACMUNO STR1JCTUII:ES NIO 
'!.:S Aft[ NOT QIJ,liW<lT[[O, ANti SHOULD BE 'wOIFIED BEFORE START OF 
'RUCTION. IU. Oe5TRVCTIONS TO BE R£~ ~ \IINIMVW OF 2' BEL.OW SUBCIWlt. 

:LEARANCES AND GUIDELINES 
VERTICAL CI.EAAANC! WST BE MAINTAINED FROio/ TME EOC[ OF AU W~T(Rt.WNS TO THE 
)F AU. PROPOSED STOAW StwtR$ ANO/OR INLET 1.00 PIPE WHtRt THEY CROSS. 

I.IIHIWUM .HORIZONTAL CI.UJtAHCl WUST BE t.IAINTAIN[D F'ROM THE £OC( OF THE 
.wN PIP( TO THE UICE 01' THE STORW S[Wtlt PIP[ ...,..D STORM SEWER MANHOLES. 

' MINII.IUM HORIZONTAl. CLEIJtANCE .YU$T 9[ ~NTAIN£0 rROt.l THE !DC[ Of THE 
j.tJN PIPE TO THE EDC£ Of THE !AHITARI' S[W[R ANO/OA F'OACE t.IAIN PIPE. 

' WININVM vtRTI~ Cl~[ WST 8[ MAINT.llN(O F'ROiol 'Il-l( EOC! OF AU. 
AAINS lr/OR SERVIC~ TO THE OUTSID£ EDGE OF AU. SANITARY SEWER PIPt$ WHERE 
:ROSS. · 

·tOERQROUND Uni,IT1£S ... UST BE INSTAI.L£0 PRIOR TO INSTAL.I.).TION OF P~IJ'OjENT. 

.tC LATERALS SI'W.L BE IS" PVC, TYPE AST\1 D JDJ4, SOR J5, WITH RUBBER GASKET 
., ANO 5HAU. H.\'11: A t.IINIW\JI.I I'IC $LOP£. ...... D A J FOOT t.IINIWUI.l COVER. 

JCTION NOTES 
Wl WOAIC SHALL B[ PtAF'ORt.I[O IN -.\CCOAOANC[ WITH TH( ST~Tt Or OHIO 
l.ltHT OF T'RA.NSPORT~nON CONSTRUCTION AND tu.TERIAI.. SPEClF'ICATIONS. Lo\TtST 
:. AHO CITY or N!AWISBURG STANDARDS, 

:)Rill DIWNAOE COHSTRUCTION SHALL 8£ P[lllf'ORNED IN ACCORDANCE wmt CITY OF 
IURC STANOARDS. 

ENCH EXCAVATION Wl'floliH THE EXISTING STRE(T R!GHT•OF-WA'!' SHALL B£ 
.LE'D wmt CONTRDU.£D DtN5rt1 "U.. TYPED I CIUNULAR F1U W..T[R!,t.l 
lt.IINO TO OOOT ITt1rol ISOJ SHALL 8£ US£0 VNO£R OAJV't AND PARICINC AAt.t.S •. 

~~ERCROIJNO UTIUTY stRVICt I.ArtRAU ARE TO BE INSTALLED BEFORE P~vtlolENT IS 

IRAINS, 'OUNOATION DIII.AIH'S NolO SUWP PWP DISCHARGES SHALL BE COHNECT!O 
: STORt.i SEWER. 

f.LO ru [NCOUNruto Skoll.L 8( REPlACED OR CONNECTED TO STORM SEWER 

u.MPS TO Bt lOCATED AS INDICATED ON '!lit PLANS AND CDNSTRUCTtO IN 
llNCE wmt OOOT STANOARD CONSTRUCTION OAAWING BP-7.1 

·i::T,J~6wt~lt~~EC~~ OIGCING IS TO COiolt.I[NCE. THE CONTRACTORS SHALL 

TH[ OMI() unLmts PROT(CnON StRVICE (OUPS) AT 1-ISOO-J82-l704 

THE OA'r'TON POWER AND UOHT CO. AT ~IJ-227-2192 

THE CtT"r OF Ww.IISBURC [NQNQ:RINO D(PT. AT 513-IS47-ti~J4 

ALL OTHER AGENCIES WHICM \aCMT HAVE UNOEI'tCROUNO ununES IN'VOLVINC 
TliiS PR:D.IECT AND IJI.[ HOT t.IEWBERS OF OUPS. 

~NTAACTOR SHAU. TAKE APPROPRIATt WEASURES TO CONTROL SOIL EROSION AND 
'>4TAnON t)jJI:OUCHOUT ll-1[ UF'E Or THE COHmACT. SEt SOli. CONTROL PLAN N-10 .. 

R[QUIR:[W(NT'S OUli.INttl IN THE STAT£ OF' OHIO CONSTRUCnON SAf'tTY COOt• 
·!S TYPE or WORI( WILL IE [Nf'OA:CEO AND THE COHTR.ACTOR SHALL CONPL'f WITH 
~oYISIONS OF THE COOt ISSU£t AS ~ CENERAL. ORDE't BY THE INDUSTRIAL 
:s!O'<I or 0140. 

GRADING 
I} TOPSOIL SHALL BE STRIPPED OVER THE .AR&.S AFTE:CT£0 BY OAAOINC ...,..0 STOCKPILED 

AS .fJ'PRovtO BY THE OWNDt PRIOR TO INITlAnON or tARTMWORIC ACTMTIES. 

2) AlL ORIV[ AREAS 5KAU. B£ COWPACTtO ...,..D lroiOlSTVRE CONTAOLL£0 IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH OOOT 1'1"[1,1 203. ~E 8UILOINC AAEA SHALL 8[ COioiPACTEO TO 95'1 IU.XIt.IUW OR'!' 
otNSITY P[lt ASTW OftiS. 

l) AU. DfWEWA.Y ...,..D 81JILDING ,U SHALL BE PLACEO IN lOOSE-UFT 'nliCICNESS[S OF NO 
WORE ~ 8 INCH($ AND COMPACTED PEA THE APPIJCABl( SPECIFIC~TIOfoiS. 

4) COioiPACnON TE!TJNQ or ,U UATtRtAL. SI'W.L Bt PERFORl.IEO AS Ollt£CT(O BY THE 
Pl!:OtJECT t.IANACEA. F'lt.L WHICH FAILS TO t.IE[T THE APPUCAEIL( COI.IPACTION 
R[OUIREW£NT5 SHALL BE CORI!:ECTlO TO ~[ SAnsrA.CTION OF THE OWNER BEFORE 
PAVING Will BE PERumEO. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLL F'OR TESnNG ALL SUBCRAOE 
CONPACTION AND MATERW,S. 

5) COWPACTED t'lU.S ARt TO BE IU.OE A loiiNII.lUM or THREE (J) rt£T AB0V£ THt CROWN Of AHY 
PMIPOSCD SEWER PRIOR TO cumNG OF' TRENCHES FOR PL.-COIIENT 0' SAIO StwfRS. ALL F1U.S 
SHALL BE CONTROUED, CONPACTEO ....,.D INSPECTED BY ...,.. APPROVEO TESTlNG LABORATORY OR AN 
IHSPtCTOft FROW THE APPROPRIATE GovtANI.I(NTAL. AGENCY. A COPY Or THE$£ TESTING REPORTS 
~ at suBwmm TO nit owNtFt. 

II) ALL GROUNO SURFACt MW THAT HA\1: BEEN EXPOS(O OR LEFT BARE AS ~ RESUlT OF 
CONSTRVCnDN, AND .&A[ TO ~NAt. ORAClE AND ARt TO AtloWH SO. SHALL BE S(£0[1) AND 
t.IVLCl-ito AS SOON A$ PRACTICAL, IN ACCORDANC:t WITH STATE OF OHIO SPEC. IT[W t1~9. 

7) EXCtSS (XCAVAT10N IS TO BE R[Wovt0. BUT REMAIN WI~IN 'nlE MIAioliBURO NOUND COt.INUNITY 
PROP(RTY Ut.IITS. THE MAttRtAL. SHALL BE HAUL(D TO A lOCATION AS SPECIFIED BY THE OWNER. 

SANITARY SEWERS 
I) All SANITARI' S~ltS AND "'PURTtf'WooiCES SHAU. BE CONSTRUCTED ACCOROINC TO THE 

CITY OF NLAWISIVRG SANITARY DEPARlloi[NT SPECIFICAnONS. 

2) ROM DRAINS, FOUNOA.nON DRAINS OR OTHER Clb-N WATER CONNECnONS TO THE 
SANITARY st'W[R AM: PROHIBITED. 

J) SANITAA"f $Mit PIP[ AND mTINCS FOR 4• AND e• SERVICE UNO SHAU. BE PVC-SDR 
z;u, toR 25, OR SCHtDUL[ 40. 

4) SANITARY srwtR SHALL IBt PRESSURE TtST£0, MANHOlES VACWW TtSTEO AND C\.[AN[O 
BUOitt BEINC ACCEPTED BY THE CITY ENGINEER. 

S) WATER UN[ CROSSING INf AND AU. SEWERS SHAll HAVE A l.llNJUUI.I VERTICAL 
stPAAAnON OF Ill INCHES BETWUN THE OUTSIDES OF THE WAT[R WAIN PIPE AHO 'nlE 
SEWtR PIJ't. ONE F1JU. L(NGTH OF' WATER MAIN PIPE S~ BE CENTERED AT THE 
POINT OF CROSSING SUCH THAT BOTH JOINTS WIU. BE £0UIOISTANT NolO AS F'AR F'R:OW 
THE SEWER AS POS$l8l£. IF WATtR IIAIN CROSSES BElOW M SANITAA'!' SE'NtR, THE 
SEWER UN! WUST BE: W~TER WAIN MATtRI.Al FOR THAT SPAN, 

II) ALL unun 1'R£NCHES wrl'HIN 'nlE EXISnNC RIOHT-OF-WA'!' SHALL BE BACKI'IUEO WITH 
CONTAou.ED DENSITY FlU.. BEDOtNC SHALL BE A WINIWUN OF' 40'1 CRUSHED ACGAEGATE 
SIZE f~7 OR f8 STON!. 

7) THl CONTR.IrCTOR $HAU. RECORD THE LOCATION OF' AU. SANITARY SERVICES INSTALLED 
UPON A SET or DRAWINGS SUPPUEO TO HIM f'OA OOT PURPOSE BY 1'HE PROJECT 
t.IANAGEA. LOCAnON Of' THE StiMCES SHAll BE IU.OE AS DIRECTED 8Y TH[ CITY 
[NCINaA. 'nlE OIII.AWlNCS SHAU. BE RtTVRNEO TO THE ENCINt[R WHEN ALL SERVICES 
H.Avt BE!N INSTALLED. 

IS) ALL EXISTING UNOERCROUND unUTIES ARE SHOWN IN THEIR APPROXIW..TE lOC'.nDNS 
ACCORDING TO THE 8EST AVAilABLE INF'ORWATION. ~E CONTRACTOR SHOULO NOnN THE 
CtT"r [NCINURINC OEPAA1\I(NT AND ALL OTHER COMPANI(S fOtiiTY-tiCMT HOURS PtiiJOtll 
~TRICTION Ttl OBTAIN ACCURATE ~ELD LOCATIONS OF SAID [XISTlNQ UNDERGROUND 

STORM SEWER NOTES 

S10tW SOER PR'IG 9WJ. K PER alaT ITDIIOJ nPE IJ IJIOER PA'tOIOO AN) nPE C flOE NOT 
1.1«11 PA\(IGT. 

IUD'fiiUS 1112 S*U.BE PER CD'JT STANllriiO CONSIII\X:110N WwtiC 11 OR U,I)(JI()OIC OH 1l€ 
WAIDW.liSCIP'ORTlCSTORMSEWfRPIPIIIO. 

CATQIBISICSSHNJ.ll0001'1't'Pf:2-JPERalaTSf..IICIIDCONS'IRucmNW'IINI;. 

WATER MAINS 
AU WATtR LINE'S AND APPURTENANCE'S SHALL BE CONSTRUCTEO ACCORDING TO THt CITY 
0' WIAM!SBURG SPECIFlCAnON$, 

2) WAT[A t.IAINS. BENDS AND FTTTINGs SHAU BE OUcnLE CAST IRON PIPE AHO CONF'ORiol TO 
ANSI ~-21.~1 (AW'WA C-IS\) Cl.ASS 5J FOR II" UNES. 

l) WATER MAINS SloiALL HAVE 4'-IS" t.UNIIoiUW COVER. 

4) ~E INSiAUATION .lNO ttSTINO OF' WATER I.IAINS SHAll BE t.IAOE IN ACCORDANCE WITJ.t 
CrT'!' IJrriSPECTION. OtSINF'ECflOH SHALL BE REOUTREO. 

5) ONLY CITY P£RSONNtL Si'W.L OPERATE lbJN UN£ WATER VAlVES. 

e) WAT[A UNES CROSSING NfY AND ALL SE'NtRS SI-IAlL HA'I£ A loiiNlloiUN 'IERT'ICAl 
SEPAII:AnON OF' liS" 8E1'Wt[N THE OUTSIDES or THE: WATtR MAIN PIP[ ANO TJoiE SEW'Etll 
PIP[. ON( f'UU. L!NCTH OF' WATER WAIN PIP( SHAll BE CENrtREO ~T THE POINT OF' 
'nlE CROSSING SUCH THAT BO'nl JOINTS WIU. BE EOUIOISTNIT ...,..0 AS FAA FROM THE 
SEWER AS POSSlBl.E. 

7) 1'Ht CONTRACTOR SHALL RECORD THE LOCAnON OF AI.L WATER SERVICES INSi.f.l.LED UPON 
A SET Dr DRAWINGS SUPPUED TO Mllol I"'R THIS PURPOSE 8'1' TH[ CITY ENGINEER. TJ.IE 
OIII.AWlNG$ SI«LL BE lt[TURNEO iO THE [NCINEER WHEN AU. SERVICES KAV[ BEEN 
IHSTALI.£0. 
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SAMPLE 

Minutes from October 6, 2003 meeting 
of Miamisburg Planning Commission 

(Agenda item 2 pertains to MMCIC's 
request for lot-split ofParcel4) 



MIAMISBURG PLANNING COMMISSION 

MINUTES 

October 6, 2003 

The meeting was called to order by Chairman, John Stalder. The 
following Commissioners were present: Mr. Croskey, Mr. Watson, Mr. DeYoung, 
Ms. Hulsman, Mr. Bucklew and Mr. Stalder. Mr. Keith Johnson, the City's 
Development Director was present as advisor. 

Mr. Bucklew motioned to approve the September 15, 2003 minutes as 
presented. Mr. Croskey second. Motion carried. 

Old Business: 

There was no Old Business to come before the Commission. 

New Business: 

Non Public Hearing Items 

Item No.1- Lot Combination- Citv Lot Nos. Pt 3575 and 3583 -1531 King 
Richard Parkway 

Mr. Johnson stated that the Development Department has received a 
request submitted by St. Mina St. Abanoub Church, for approval to combine City 
Lot Nos. Pt.3575 and 3583 into a single 3.435 acre parcel.· He stated that the 
property is located on the corner of King Richard Parkway and Heincke Road. · 
He also stated that he property has an existing church located on City Lot No. 
3583, which is located at 1531 KingRichard Parkway. 

Mr. Johnson stated that It is the intent of the church to combine (replat) 
the two lots into a single parcel and ultimately utilize the extra land for church 
expansion. He stated that according to the Zoning Code, churches must have a 
minimum of three (3) acres. He stated that this additional acreage will allow the 
church to expand without seeking a variance in the future. 

Mr. Johnson stated that the property is currently zoned R-4 Multi-Family 
Residential. He stated that according to the zoning code, this proposed Jot 



combination scheme meets and exceeds the R-4 Multi-Family District zoning 
requirements. He also stated that the minimum required frontage in the R-4 
district is 100 feet; the minimum lot size is 8,000 square feet. 

Mr. Johnson stated that the Development Department recommends 
Approval of this lot-combination request for City Lot Nos. Pt. 3575 and 3583. 

Following the discussion, Mr. Watson motioned to approve the lot 
combination for City Lot Nos. Pt. 3575 and 3583. Ms. Hulsman second. Motion 
carried. 

VOTE: Mr. Croskey, yea; Mr. Watson, yea; Mr. DeYoung, yea; Mrs. 
Bucklew, yea; Ms. Hulsman, yea; Mr. Stalder , yea. 

Item No. 2- Lot Split- Miamisburg Mound Community Improvement 
Corporation (MMCIC) - :G;itt~woeNC:>'£:~P.f('4:7:78;,,, ~ 

Mr. Johnson stated that the Development Department has received a 
request from the Miamisburg Mound Community Improvement Corporation, 
owner of City Lot 4778 for a lot split located at 1390 Vanguard Boulevard (City 
Lot No. Pt.4778). He stated that the property is located along Vanguard 
Boulevard, and east of the intersection of Benner Road and Dayton Cincinnati 
Pike. He also stated that this proposed lot will be split will create two (2) 
separate tracts of land from the existing original 94.838 acre parcel. 

Mr. Johnson stated that the lot-split request is a condition of the site plan 
approval by the Plan Commission heard on August 4, 2003 to construct a 24,000 
square office/light industrial building with a 175 foot setback from the proposed 
Vanguard Boulevard Right-of-Way and a 210 foot setback from Benner Road. 
He stated that Tract #A- It will create a 4.699 acre parcel to be developed with 
an office/light industrial building. A future Right-of-Way containing .364 acres 
fronts the property along Benner Road. 

Mr. Johnson stated that according to the Zoning Code, there is no 
minimum lot area requirement in the 1-2 zoning district for an industrially zoned 
property, but the lot to be developed (Tracts A) is typical of the other lots that 
have been developed in the Miamisburg Mound Community Improvement 
Corporation campus. 

Mr. Johnson stated that the Development Department recommends 
Approval of this lot-split request for City Lot No. Pt. 4778. 



Mr. Johnson stated that Mr. Dann Bird was present to answer any 
questions. 

Mr. Croskey stated. that the southern half of Benner Road shows a 40 foot 
width. Mr. Johnson stated that the Thoroughfare Plan shows the right-of-way as 
80 feet. He also stated that Austin Road project would determine the width of the 
roadway. 

Mr. Stalder asked if there would be two (2) more cui-de-sacs off of this 
road in the MMCIC project. Mr. Johnson stated that the MMCIC Master Plan 
shows two (2) more cui-de-sacs. 

After the discussion, Mr. DeYoung motioned to approve the lot split for 
City Lot No. Pt. 4778. Mr. Watson second. Motion carried. 

VOTE: Mr. Croskey, yea; Mr. Watson, yea; Me. DeYoung, yea; Mr. 
Bucklew, yea; Ms. Hulsman, yea; Mr. Stalder, yea. 

Item No. 3 - Renaming the Mann Subdivision, Sections 1, 2. 3 and 4 to G.S. 
Mann Estates, Sections 1, 2. 3 and 4 

Mr. Johnson stated that the Development Department has received a 
request submitted by Gurjatinder S. Mann requesting the Planning Commission 
review and approval for renaming the Mann Estate Subdivision located between 
Belvo Road and Linden Avenue from Mann Plat Sections 1, 2, 3, 4 to G. S. Mann 
Estate. He also stated that the applicant is requesting the name change in 
memory of his father. 

Mr. Johnson stated that the approval of this renaming by the Planning 
Commission is required before it can be recorded with the new name with the 
Montgomery County Recorders Office and the City of Miamisburg. 

Mr. Johnson stated that Staff recommends approval of this subdivision 
renaming it G.$. Mann Estates, Sections 1, 2, 3 and 4. 

Following the discussion, Ms. Hulsman motioned to approve the request 
for the name change of the Mann Subdivision to the G.S. Mann Estates, Sections 
1, 2, 3 and 4. Mr. Bucklew second. Motion carried. 

VOTE: Mr. Croskey, yea; Mr. Warson, yea; Me. DeYoung, yea; Mr. 
Bucklew, yea; Ms. Hulsman, yea; Mr. Stalder, yea. 



OTHER BUSINESS 

Chairman Stalder reminded the Commission that there would be no 
Planning Commission meeting on Monday October 20, due to the annual Boards 
and Commissions Dinner. The next meeting would be Monday, November 3, 
2003. . 

There was no other business to come before the Commission. 

There being no further business to come before this Commission, Mr. Watson 
motioned to adjourn the meeting. Ms. Hulsman seconded. Motion carried. 
Chairman Stalder declared the meeting adjourned. 

John St~lder, Chairman 



SAMPLE 

CH2M Hill Mound, Inc. 
"Excavation/Soil Disturbance Permit" 

for work performed by MMCIC on 
DOE-owned/MMCIC-leased COS Building 

(excavated soils subsequently moved to 
Parcel4) 



EXCAVATION/SOIL DISTURBANCE PERMIT 
ALL BLANKS MUST BE FILLED PRIOR TO START OF WORK 

1) Project: ? /LcJ ); i 12~ ~---p /Z) CCJ 5 
2) Location of Work: c_a .5 f.ltf<. k / N G Lo-j 
3) Agency Performing Work (Mound Trades or Contract9'"): ·---f---r-T-r...=.I.-'.A1)'-'. I...Z.<;..t:I.=~7..S=-------------
4) Is excavation within 5 ft of underground utilities? rrt'Yes (:s~ee A:ppendix~B) 0 No 

Attach waiver, if approved. . C / - -
5) Person Responsible for Field Activities: j ~"' \\<.~ · ·- 0·1 -' ---L-

. (Sign~:/' { 

6) EXCAVATION/SOIL DISTURBANCE PERMIT CHECKUST (a.·l) 
1 

Must be perfonned before start
1
of work (checkmark required after each item is complete) Complete 

a) Determine location of ~hderground utilities by reviewing latest revision of utility drawings and issue copy 

of drawings to Superv~or. 
b) Determine location of contaminated areas by reviewing latest revision of contaminated area drawings. 

c) Perform field/site work inspection to identify any overhead utilities and above ground indicators 

for buried utilities. 

d) Perform scanning for underground utilities, mark utility location with paint, ribbon or stakes and discuss 

results with oersonnel oerformino excavatino. 

e) Perform pipe location with locator instrument, mark utility location with paint, ribbon or stakes and 

discuss results with personnel performing excavating. 

f) Perform Lockout/Tagout in accordance with MD-10444 or Subcontractor LOTO program. 

g) Verify Lockout/Tagout and perform second scan to ensure all electrical lines are de-energized. 

.v 

h) Electrician and Supervisor perform walk through to determine no evidence of unidentified utilities or 

equipment. 
~--~~~~~-------------------------~-----------------------------~------

1) Red-line site drawings if utilities are encountered not shown on the drawings, and forward to site 

Engineering to update drawings. 

D If digging within 5 ft of a known or suspected utility, a spotter shall be assigned to excavator to visually 

confirm that no unanticipated utilities/obstacles are encountered during excavating. 

k) Environmental Safeguards & Compliance notified. ~TZJ P-/1l1 Wk~ ff(O ON "1 (.;k'IV\b::, 
I) Industrial Safety & Hygiene POC notified. t'./1"' r• 

m) Utility Operations {ext. 4894) notified. 

n) Security {ext. 3400) must be notified if exeavation requires road closure or is within 6ft of a security fencE. 

o) Fire Department (ext. 3313) must be notified if underground fire utilities are involved. 

p) Barricades in place. Warning lights may be required if excavation is open over night. 

q) Safety glasses and hard hats available for all workers within the barricaded area. 

r) Reflective vest required during heavy equipment use. 

NOTE: If marked lines are obliterated, re-mark and discuss results with personnel performing excavating. 

s) Is excavation/trench to be 4ft or more in depth with personnel entry? 0 Yes ~o 
IF NO, DO NOT COMPLETE SECTION 7 CHE_9S!,.I~T;--. "-". V . · 

t) If yes, enter name of Competent Person ./ /(·( L. -; v·-· / ~ 5 (! '_..· 
. } 

(PnntNfme) 

I DATE I ISSUER SIGNATURE I RADIATION PROTECTION SIGNATURE J 
I I I I 

Note: Any change _in iSfpe of work or location requires a new pennit 

Excavator's Review: ·b!!!iaC,</ Date Initial Date 
r -/)t 1' IJY') 

C.u I PI 

EMERGENCY 911 

ML-7844 (3-01) 
865-4040 (Offsite, Construction Trailers, Mobile Telephones) 

.. 
'\., 

(Continued on Back) 



EXCAVATION/SOIL DISTURBANCE PERMIT 
ALL BLANKS MUST BE FILLED PRIOR TO START OF WORK 

7} EXCAVATIONSfTRENCHES 4ft OR GREATER IN DEPTH WITH PERSONNEL ENTRY CHECKLIST (a.-h.) 

Competent Person completing checklist: ---------------

a} 

b) 

c) 

(Signature) 

(Checkmark required after each item is complete) 

Ensure spoils are 2ft from edge to prevent a falling hazard for workers in excavation/trench. 

Competent person shall determine if Industrial Hygiene should evaluate excavation/trench for 

atmospheric hazards. 
Ensure safe means of access/egress (extend ladder 3ft above edge of excavation/trench}. 

Ensure no more than 25_.ft lateral travel for safe access/egress. 

d) Address fall hazards if a 6 ft or greater fall hazard exists. 

e) Ensure sloping (1 112:1 ratio}, benching, shoring or trench box is in place for excavation/trenches 

5' or _greater in depth. 

f) Ensure mechanical equipment is at a safe distance from excavation/trench to. prevent a super imposed 

load hazard. 

g) Competent person shall inspect excavation/trench daily at a minimum or more frequently based on 

hazards such as possible cave-in orwater accumulation. 

h) Competent person shall determine additional PPE. Refer to RWP for any radiological PPE. 

EMERGENCY 911 
ML-7844 (3-Q1) 865-4040 (Offsite; Construction Trailers, Mobile Telephones) 

Complete 

\ 

.:-: 

:-.~3 ·----------------------------------------· :~~; 



SAMPLE 

Real Estate Easement 
for utility work 

performed on MMCIC property 
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Figure 1. Parcel map, as of May 2004, for the DOE Mound Site Property. 





lFigure 3. Aerial photo of original DOlE Mound Site Property, as a whole, looking north/nortllneast. lPIInoto talken April 2002. · 



Figure 4. Digitized aerial photo of original DOE ·Mound Site Property, as a 
whole. Photo taken April 2004. 
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Figure 5. Digitized aerial photo of Parcel D taken April2004. 



D ~215 
Air Sample Station 0 Z'5 $0 •co 'I!! ~ QO 

Iii Scolo fn , .. t 0 

4332 Monitoring Well 

~ ... - ~em 

L 2 3 

Figure 6. Digitized aerial photo of Parcel H taken April 2004 
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Figure 7. Digitized aerial photo of Parcel 4 taken April 2004 
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Figure 8. Digitized aerial photo ofParcel3 taken April2004. 
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Figure 9. Digitized aerial photo of Phase LA Sub-Parcel taken April 2004 
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Figure 10. Digitized aerial photo of Phase I.B Sub-Parcel taken April2004. 
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Figure 11. Digitized aerial photo of Phase I.C Sub-Parcel taken April2004 



Figure 12. Groundwater well #351 located in Parcel D, with open building previously used for salt storage in 
background. 



Figure 13. Groundwater well #351 permanent identification tag on concrete pad (located in Parcel D). 
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Figure 14. Groundwater well (flush mount) #332 in northeast corner of Parcel H, 
with building 61 and Indian Mound/Mound Road in background. 



Figure 15. Groundwater well (flush mount) #332 identification marker, located in northeast comer of Parcel H 



Figure 16. View from northeast comer of Parcel H, showing DOE and OEPA air monitoring stations. MMCIC's 
construction staging area in foreground. 



Figure 17. MMCIC Flex building located in the southwest comer ofParcel4, showing unfinished 
excavation/landscaping. View is from Vanguard Boulevard looking southwest. 
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Figure 18. MMCIC Flex building located in southwest comer ofParcel4. Vanguard Boulevard shown to the 
right and Old State Route 25 in tht? background. 



Figure 19. MMCIC Flex building located in southwest comer ofParcel4, showing landscaping in progress. 



Figure 20. MMCIC Flex building located. in southwest comer of Parcel 4. View from backside entrance off of 
Benner Road. Landscaping in progress. 
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Figure 21. MMCIC Flex building located in southwest comer ofParcel4, showing backside ofbuilding with 
landscaping in progress. 
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Figure 22. Rear entrance to MMCIC Flex building (located in the southwest comer ofParcel4) off of Benner 
Road. The City of Miamisburg waste water treatment plant and Old State Route 25 are in background. 
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Figure 23. West side ofMMCIC Flex building viewed from Vanguard Boulevard. Landscaping shown in 
progress. 



Figure 24. Construction rubble from COS building work, staged by MMCIC in the southeast comer ofParcel4. 



.. · 

Figure 25. Additional piles of construction rubble, staged by MMCIC, in Parcel4. Newly constructed Flex 
building and Benner Road visible in background. 



Figure 26. Groundwater well # 158 located in the southwest comer of Parcel 4, near 
the intersection (in background) of Benner Road and Old State Route 25. 
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Figure 27. Landscaping in vicinity of groundwater well #158 (well in middle of photo, left oflarge rock). A 
pedestrian walkway (paved sidewalk) is located between the well and the rock. 



Figure 28. Groundwater well #354 on northern boundary ofParcel4. MMCIC's 
stormwater retention pond and fountain visible in background. 



Figure 29. Groundwater well #444 on northern boundaryofParcel4. 
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Figure 30. Sinkhole (in background), associated with DOE's original site storm water drainage system, in 
southeast comer of parcel 3. Excavated materials and barricades to pedestrian access are in foreground. 
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Figure 31. Groundwater well #353 located on DOE property to the north of Phase 
I.C Sub-Parcel. Well not located in Phase I, but is monitored as a part of the Phase I 
parcel MNA remedy. 



Figure 32. Groundwater well #402 located on DOE property to the north of Phase 
I.C Sub-Parcel. Well not located in Phase I, but is monitored as a part of the Phase I 
parcel MNA remedy. Flex building, on Parcel4, due south ofwell #402 





Figure 34. Permanent identification marker in concrete pad for groundwater well #399located on eastern 
boundary of Phase I.B Sub-Parcel. 



Figure 35. Groundwater wells 344 and 319, located in the southwest comer of 
Phase I.C Sub-Parcel. 



Figure 36. Groundwater well #400 located in the southern section of Phase I.C 
Sub-Parcel. Viewed looking east. 



Figure 37. Permanent identification tag for groundwater well #400, located in the 
southern section of Phase I.C Sub-Parcel. 



Figure 38. Piezometer P033 located in Phase I.C Sub-Parcel viewed to the south. 
MMCIC Flex building and stormwater retention pond and fountain visible in the 
background. 



Figure 39. Piezometer P033located in Phase I.C Sub-Parcel, viewed to the west 
with DOE production well #3 shown in the background. 
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Figure 40. Groundwater well #445 located in the northeast comer of Phase I.C Sub-Parcel, with DOE property 
fence and empty container storage/former rock crushing area in background. 



Figure 41. Groundwater well #411 located in Phase I.B Sub-Parcel, near the 
east/west access road. 



Figure 42. Groundwater well# 443 located in Phase I.B Sub-Parcel, with the east/west access road in the 
background. 



Figure 43. Groundwater seep #617located near the southern boundary of the Phase 
I.B Sub-Parcel. Seep samples are taken from PVC pipe. 



Figure 44. Former DOE salt storage shed located in Phase I.B Sub-Parcel. 
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Figure 45. Soil pile near the former salt storage shed in Phase I.B Sub-Parcel, viewed to the northwest. Soil was 
generated from two joint-MMCIC/DOE construction projects. 



Figure 46. Building 102 located in the Phase I.A Sub-Parcel. Viewed looking to the southwest from Mound Road. 
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Figure 47. Building 87located in the northern section of the Phase I.B Sub-Parcel. Building is currently occupied 
by a MMCIC tenant. 
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Figure 48. Building 3 located in the northern part of the Phase I.B Sub-Parcel. Building is currently occupied by a 
MMCIC tenant. 



Figure 49. Explosive material storage magazine #'s 80-84, located on the western boundary of the Phase I.B Sub­
Parcel. The magazines are currently leased by MMCIC's Building 87 tenant. 



Figure 50. Concrete pad used for storage of new, empty waste containers. Building 102 is visible at center right of 
photo. 


