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Comments on Progress Energy- Roxboro

EPA HQ - No comments — CD/JM

EPA Region -

From: Karrie-Jo Shell
Sent: 11/07/2009 01:54 PM EST
To: Dee Stewart
Cc: nuhfer.mark@epa.gov
Subject: Re: Fw: Comment Request on EPA's Draft Coal Ash Impoundment Assessment Reports

I looked at both reports, but | did not go on the site visit to the Roxboro plant--just to the
Belews Creek plant. | have no comments on either report.
Karrie-Jo Robinson-Shell, P.E.

State -
From: "Frost, Larry" <larry.frost@ncdenr.gov>
To: James Kohler/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Werner, Elizabeth" <elizabeth.werner@ncdenr.gov>
Date: 11/04/2009 09:32 AM
Subject: RE: Comment Request on EPA's Draft Coal Ash Impoundment Assessment Reports
Janmes

| have no comment regarding these reports.
Thanks for the opportunity,
Larry

Larry Frost - Larry. Frost @cdenr. gov

North Carolina Dept. of Environnent and Natural Resources
Di vi sion of Waste Managenent - Solid Waste Section
Asheville Regional Ofice

2090 U. S. Hi ghway 70

Swannanoa, NC 28778

Tel : 828-296- 4500

htt p: // wast enot nc. or g/ swhone

Notice: E-nmail correspondence to and fromthis address may be subject to the
North Carolina Public Records Law and therefore may be disclosed to third
parties.

Also see document dated Nov. 16, 2009 from Autumn Hoban Romanski of NCDENR.

Company -



From:
To:
Cc:

Date:
Subject:

"Holt, Fred" <Fred.Holt@pgnmail.com>

James Kohler/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Stephen Hoffman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Toepfer, John" <John.Toepfer@pgnmail.com>,
"Madewell, Alan" <Alan.Madewell@pgnmail.com>, "Sideris, Harry" <Harry.Sideris@pgnmail.com>,
"Green, Jodirah" <Jodirah.Green@pgnmail.com>, "Copolo, Tom" <Tom.Copolo@pgnmail.com>
11/13/2009 02:12 PM

RE: Comment Request on Draft Assessment Report for Progress Energy Carolina's Roxboro facility

Hi . These are our comments on the draft report for our Roxboro plant.

* p. 8 "According to infornmation provided by PGN, the Wst Ash Pond
Dam and Dikes 1, 2, and 4 encl ose an approxi nate area of
2400

acres."

The "2400" acres appears to be a typo. The surface area is
approxi mately 240 acres.

* p.10 (2.1.2b, first paragraph, 3rd sentence) The sentence as
witten | eads one to believe the flush pond is constructed in the dam
whereas it is constructed in an area inpounded by the Wst Ash Pond Dam

The sentence woul d read better if the word "Dani' was del eted or
add

"area upstream of the" before "West Ash Pond Dant

* p.15 (2.4.3.1) third sentence in first paragraph. It is

beli eved the reference should be to Di ke 3 instead of D ke 2.

* p. 10 of Appendi x A, photo 20. We are not sure what the
headi ng "and Gypsuni neans. If it refers to the floating

material in the picture, that material appears to be cenospheres instead
of gypsum

It is nmy understanding, based on previous interaction, that we wll
receive the final report in the next few weeks and be asked to respond
to its recommendations. W will be on the |ookout for that transmttal
If you have any questions please feel free to contact ne.

Fred Holt

Supervi sor, Environnmental Services

Progress Energy Carolinas, Inc.

Environnental, Health and Safety Services Section
Mai | Code PEB 4

V-Net 770 - 5286

External 919 546 - 5286

Mobi | e 919 632 - 8165

fred. hol t @gnmail . com









Roxboro Impoundment RRO Comments

10. The northwest berm of the West Ash Pond by the NPDES internal outfall 002, had apparent
seepage at the discharge weir from beneath the concrete abutment that appears to be coming
from the rock foundation, as described in the EPA report. This is of concern to the Raleigh
Regional Office from an NPDES discharge standpoint. The additional flow could alter
measurements/sampling results at other NPDES outfalls. (Note: Based on boring data
recorded in the geotechnical data received by the Raleigh Regional Office on January 26,
2009, no groundwater was found at 9 feet (depth of augur refusal) at location GP-8 (the closest
boring data location to outfall 002). This paragraph is the subject of the #5 Summary
Recommendation in the EPA report.

11. The EPA report # 4 Summary Recommendation is to continue monitoring the seepage at
the toe of the West FGD Settling Pond.

Note: repair efforts are currently ongoing and permitted/addressed through NPDES permit
conditions. The FGD Flush Pond was under construction, as repairs for this treatment unit
were underway the day of this inspection.

If you have any questions or if | can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Cc: Raleigh Regional Office — DWQ SWP and DLQ Files
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