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It must be asswed that the d r y  of we pumped from C-2 is 
compahblc wirh its ,1mnJ uses under this option. In pdculat, 
wc are eoncaned wth the levels of plusonim in C-2 raw water 
as i d c a d  in yopr d y t i s .  &e thca levels repentativc of 
the most rem anaiydd dara? DO the lcveis of  plutodum 
pxrsent a concern when cooling tower blowdown is discharged to 
the sew;sgc mment plant mnd hence to the B - d a  pen&? 
How does the overall C-2 r;lw w e r  chcraisay compare to the 
chemisay of water now entering the cwlins  wen via the 
process wata stream? Docs the c h d t r y  of C-2 water as we 
how it mist wy conctms as regads its potential classifidon 
a R C M  ~ ~ Q U S  waste? The next Thase or" y o u  analysis must 

quantities azzd faus afplutonitm 

Tpe next phase of the analysis must address the cmparabiliry of 
the C-2 rqcl iag  opdon with other pm~W wasa qualiry 
m n g t m e n t  options. What will be h e  impacts of this action the 
propsal to recycle sewage m3tcntnt plant cfnutnt for on-site 

options currently bting considad for u e a ~ c ~  of highly 
c0fi-a watm from the mhr pond areas? How dow the 
admirted knpmanencc dthis action afftctit~ inkncion with the 
longer-tm management options now being devclopcd and WM 
art rhc drawbacks in developing this as a paanent  dtsigt? 
What are the addidonat cons associated with a pamaneat 
xrluuon? 

address these alii re lad queuons, Fyrlcularly as r e g a d s  
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