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JULY 21, 1994 

4tEfilMA: 

ATTACHE0 ARE THE FOLLOUING: 
1. A c M I L  MfSSME MTED JULY 7, 1994 FROM EM463 TO RFFO ER INDUSIRIAL 

AREA IWfRA ?WAGER AND EM43 CIWJMNT REVIEY AND; 
ANALYSIS OF RESWHSE TO cQ)#pFTS 0 WIRA OECISION WaPIENT, IA OU, RFP, 2. 

IF YOU SHOULD HAVE ANV QUESTIOrrS PLEASE WTACT HE A7 301-427-1759, 

J€FF/kn 
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1. Based on the rea 
upgrade the man1 
costs should be 

2. The fundamental question af why th4r document exlsts with the present 
title I s  not addressed. If an fnt rat& plan i s  neded, then a 

clearly not M Jhtorim Maaturc/Interlm Remedial Action DeclsPm Doculnent 
(Ibf/TRA w)), and i ts  k i n g  presentod as such CUI be questioned, 

It' the point of compliance for emissions has been shifted, then the 
affected permits should be wdlfied as necessary, I f  new operatlons, 
such as DUI, q u l r e  special monitoring and emargency planning, then the 
document does n o t  explaia the rationale for using the IH/TRA mechanism 
t o  raallzs those mquiremnt, The need fw this particular document 
has not been demonotrated. 

drrFlnaaht wtth Mat spaelfic title 7 1 ould be provided. tbfr document l o  

?Ja 

SPECtFIC C B  

1. Hajor Cancirn 1: The response t o  the eonraent supports the e mssed 
concern that the documnt is mlstltled. I f  thls document Is% provide 
a monltorlng plan PW OaO then the dwumnt sheuld be t i t led as such 
and prasenlaa to the publ!c uld regulators for tht  PUFPOSI. 

WJor Cancorn 2s The intent o f  the comment u u  to print out that  the 
doeumwt ma colraltting the De artmnt o f  Energy t o  add i t lm l  publIc 

addmsscd is: has this coaaitrwnt been rxamlnod for ule addltionrl mots 
adsociated with revleu and the Impact m schedule for completion o f  DW? 
This anrlyrir should k conducted beforo tho comltmnt, nat aftcrmrdt. 

2. 

and regulator involvmnt in D Ib . The querttrrn that has nat been 

3. k e r n 1  C m m t  1: The retponrr do&$ not address tho t-nt. The 
$SSW o f  cancam I s  that tho doctlnont as presently wltten does not 
presmt UI lntegratmd. 
permits refemcad in 
thoro prrmltr ~ 4 1 1  bn 
monitoring prcqraa to 

Ian should rddross changes to  the 
coffPHnt and how the Pwrnitorlng in 

the analysis o f  technologies 
Intent i s  b cowmicafa the overall 
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should br deleted and speclfic dfscussjons on what i s  belng monitored 
and how should ba included. 

6enorol Cmment 2: Th~ro i s  110 opeelfic ratlonate provided for aurving 
tke polnt-of-cmpliancs. Either the prssmt monitoring network lo  
sufficlmt ta protact human health and the envlmnmsrit or i t  I s  not. No 
~ l d e n C 6  i s  pmonted that awing the paint-of-cmpl lance provider 
wlditiarl protection. Tha comnt on data quality objectives (DpOs) 
was lntended to address s ocifics such as *baselineD cmdltlons, The 
betwaen DOE and tha regulatorr resulting In scope growth wi tht i  ME 
which vi11 rerult,ln budget brob~omr. 

hem1 Cowmt 3; This comnt was related t a  the need t o  define tho 
DQoar far the mtitorlng program. If the H o t  o f  chemicals o f  concern 
has not been developed, then how can 0440 be deftned and baralina 
conditions deterrind? Once this document i a  Clnallzed, how will there 
declslons be raraaunlwted? Befare this Qcmnt can be agproved, B 
specific plan of actdoh mutt be prssehted so that M evaluatioh on cost 
c a  bo ctrtlductrd. 

4" 

genoral cmitmnts mado 0 n the dwment will result i n  disagreements 

8 ,  
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