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; 02/12/98 08 24 AM
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To Fred Gerdeman/amppyiffo@ RFFO
cc

Subject DPP Comments

Fred
Here are Edd's comments 1 actually don't think they're that bad, apart from the somewhat exasperated
ton
one y
JR /
Forwarded by John Rampe/amppi/rffo on 02/12/98 08 21 AM
IR
:? *d Edd Kray
- 02/12/98 06 47 AM
3
To John Rampe/amppl/rffo® RFFO
cc

Subject DPP Comments
John,

1 didn't have to change much at all this moming
on 02/12/98 06 37 AM

Here are the comments | sent back to COPH
Farwarded by Edd Kray/SiteR
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- .. Edd Kray

9 02/10/98 12 20 PM

To steve tariton@state co us

cc chus gilbreath @ state co,ds, steve gunderson@state co us
bee

Subject DPP Comments

Comments on the 2/5/98 965 DPP

gpipprach to decommissioning rather than any picture of what they will actually do in
A They discuss what is covered by RFCA and what is not, what documents we are

al'that we have a legal review of this doc by our AG | would like to see Dan craft and insert
ich supports our authonty and indicates that we have authonty over decommissioning in a
true regujatory sense, e g we review anything we need to ensure the safety of the project, comment on
éct that is of concern, expect responses and revisions whenever we need them, inspect their
work g8 we see fit, stop work when things are unacceptable, and so on

Thig 1s still a one-sided document which makes a farce out of our "regulation” of decommissioning
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For example, p1, par 1 FIRST SENTENCE ! This DPP is said to "outline the regulatory step to be used
for decommissioning contaminated buiidings® Immediately they mit the scope of the document to
reguiatory steps ve any meaningful picture of how work wiil be accomplished safely, without any release to
the public or enviranment. Additionally they immediately imit the scope of the DPP to contaminated
buildings Contaminated by who's standards? by what determination? Our premise should be that any
bullding at RFETS i1s contaminated until proven otherwise by a valid survey

The text is filled with legal ines imiting our authonty and needs a comprehensive AG review It must
be consistent wii 0 and 61 of RFCA Perhaps inserting the language from these sections into the

DPP_and-asweep to find any conflicting assertions by RFETS 1s necessary

ey reference the EDMP, noting it is not subject to regulatory approval | don't want to hear

2) pt, par3

4 nsibilities that COPHE possesses in relation to regulating decommissioning Discuss the legal

b . 3) p2,sec111Idlketo see Dan include language which describes the authonties, nghts,
'\; ¢ uthonty and what 1t really means Our view not theurs !ifi
o’

~ o~ 4 )P 3gar1They contradict themselves in one sentence they say the DPP is the "legal vehicle...” and in
J’{ th t sentence say that * the DPP descnbes the dismantiement and demolition process® How | wish.
M escnbed ANYTHING The last cited sentence i1s inaccurate A
5) p4, 11 4. 1don't believe their defintion nor view of an RSOP 1s in accord with ours An RSOP is -
W ;%g/r::facement for an individual PAM (mid par) This section needs careful review and revision The J

P 1ssue was not discussed in our recent negotiations and remains a big point of contention

6 p4 sentence They really need to delete their claim that RFFO used input from the WG in
‘ ing the DPP, also any claim that the public had input The easiest solution would be to chuck this
Section entirely

} 7 p5,sec 14 Delete mention of the unofficial, hence meaningless FOMP Delete any reference to a

t C'g '/, PEP over which RFETS claims (inaccurately) we have no authonty Include a meaningful discussion of

? ,# what regulation of decommissioning reaily means and what COPHE authonty covers. What documents,
H * activities, decistons are actually regulated if we cant review or approve then were not regulating the

%?g activity are we?

. } «f 8YpP7, sentence before 2.3 Rewnte this as * The RLC will be used fo determine the initial classification of
J7n uildings as Type 1,20r3"
14 .

deactivation*
ventilation deals with HVAC systems, removal of which is

14 ! ,
no;-{,»" :’wﬁ' 9) p9 re hst
§

¢ { ! \y\ decom
b) change disposal of equipment to "disposal of non-fixed equipment*
\5,, ( e ¢) "decontamination necessary to establish a safe and stable condition 1s undefined delete
as/Confusing

d) what does remove significant quantities of holdup mean?
@) what does removal of gther_significant hazards mean? this is as much a part of
decommissioning as deactivation

‘ ,J 10) p A1 There are no approved RSOPs/ Discuss what RFETS intention is relating to preparation,
| 2 ) sybmittal and approval of RSOPs
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(})(M p 12 1don't understand the need to close the administrative record after approval of the decision !
document
j.,r 12) p 15,34 2 1 first par Why 1s the management and resolution of hazards outside the RFCA
framework? Why is hazards assessment information for info only? This 1s completely unacceptable
g\ 1se section completely

\o Ln‘ F
f/ 1" p 16, par 1, last sentence change to The RLC will contain sufficient detaii to plan the
7!

mmnsslomng activities

activités” Also change "summary of health and safety issues® to a list and descniption of heaith and

\s\, ﬁo 14) p 29 project approach change "summary of project activities” to * a hist and descrnption of project
sgféty 1ssues”. gme for hazards on page 2 waste mana emen isgue

— 32 e s

P// )ﬂ(ﬂrst sentence change “the site may use the consultative process" to “the site_will use *

/f‘/ }V 16) p 7 last sentence "“in_some cases due to a third party validation® is not a meaningful commitmernit
"G 're domg it or they're not Either commit to independent venfication or ask us to “trust you". (same

r34102) - Neoche . THs wftDog,

e :%
’&5" 18 ) Adgtions Please refer to the 779 approvaletter for several quotations directly from RFCA regardlng

17)re"notification of completion. RFCA requires a completlon repon Non otjatwp by us oyhls
ne without changing RFCA Q ool /' ‘ Eadhlle Eean ol
|

? [ CDPHE's authonties and responsibilities (inspections, review of documents, stop work authonty, field
yl 2 es, etc | suggest that we search RFCA for additional and similar language and make sure it is
J,J' rted in the DPP to remind RFETS of the fact that they are regulated
[
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