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TDEC Comment Letter for the Explanation of Significant Differences for the Record of
Decision for Phase II Interim Remedial Actions for Contaminated Soils and Scrapyard in
Upper East Fork Poplar Creek, Oak Ridge, Tennessee: Addition of Exposure Units 15,16,
and 17 (DOE/OR/01-2979&D1)

The Tennessee Department of Environment and Conservation (TDEC), Division of Remediation-
Oak Ridge Office, received the above referenced submittal on August 29, 2024. The document
has been reviewed pursuant to the Federal Facility Agreement (FFA) for the Oak Ridge
Reservation (ORR).

As discussed among the FFA parties during the past several months, TDEC is concerned with
the programmatic implementation of the Phase II Interim Record of Decision (IROD), specifically
characterization efforts of the soil and subsurface features. The U.S. Department of Energy's
(DOE) current plan for sequencing remediation at the Y-12 site mimics the remediation
approach implemented at the East Tennessee Technology Park (ETTP) by completing sitewide
demol i t ion act iv i t ies wi th l imi ted soi l character izat ion. Ful l subsurface character izat ion and

remediation, which may be both arisk to industrial workers and asource of contamination to
groundwater, are currently planned for amuch later date. TDEC has shared with DOE the need
to modify that remediation approach within the Upper East Fork Poplar Creek (UEFPC)
watershed due to the ongoing mission work taking place at Y-12. If the current sequencing of
remediation is not adapted to the Y-12 site with its ongoing mission, there is areal potential for
contaminated property to be re-used after afacility is demolished but before contaminated soil
under anew facility has been characterized and remediated. Such scenarios would delay
remediation of sources of environmental contamination and likely significantly increase
remediation costs by requiring duplicate remediation efforts within the same area.








