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June 30, 2004

D. Chris Smith

U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550 Mailstop A3-04
Richland, WA 99352

Subject: EPA Comments on “Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the 100-K Area
Ancillary Facilities”, DOE/RL-2004-43, Draft A

Dear I\}Srrﬁﬁr (J’WV‘\S

The EPA has received the subject document for our review. Enclosed are our comments.
In short, it was a very good document. Please give me a call at 509-376-9884 if you have any

questions.

Sincerely,
Lfﬁdbois
100 K Area Project Manager

Cc:  Jim Golden, Bechtel
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&I claim. 1&I is what you do at the end of avoid, minimize, rectify, mitigate, compensate etc.
This discussion jumps right to the &I claim. :

16) Page 7-1
Please add a sentence something like the following: “A more detailed schedule for conduct of the

removal action will be included in the RAWP”.

17) ARARs, appendix C. I think the following are missing:
Missing TBC: DOE Order 5400.5

Missing ARAR: 10 CFR 835 (Occupational Radiation Protection)
Missing ARAR: WAC 173-480 (rad releases to air)




