From: Paul Hale <phale
To: R10SEA1.ROHAL
Date: 6/6/99 4:15pm
Subject: Hanford K Basins
Dear Sir;
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Recently there was an article in the T
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Let's step back fifteen years.

Back then, the quality program emplc
much more stringent set of regulation
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were strict, all went reasone ' well.
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the public was put at a higher risk. B
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What QA Program will be used for thi
acceptable to DOE?

Thanks in advance.
Paul Hale

2549 S Tacoma St
Kennewick, WA 99337
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Basins project? How much risk is



