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Mr. Steven W. Slaten 
U. S .  Department of Energy 
Rocky Flats Office, Bidg 116 
P.O. Box 928 
Golden, Colorado 80402-0928 

RE: Prograntmatic Preliminary Remediation Goals (PPRGs) , October, 
19 94 

Dear Mr. Slaten, 

The Colorado Department of Public Health and the Environment , 
Hazardous Materials andwaste Management Division (the Division) , has 
revigwed the above referenced document submitted by DOE and prime 
operating contractor, EGM;. 

The Division notes that comment #3 from our September 9, 1994, 
correspondence (Joe Schieffelin to Steve Slaten) regarding the draft 
PPRGs has not been addressed. Considering exposure to children as a 
sensitive subpopulation is crucial to the Division and, therefore, 
based on your response to comment #3, we hereby disapprove this 
document. In addition, comments #4 and #S were adequately addressed 
in the comment responses, but appropriate changes were not made to 
the document. 

DOE understood how the Programmatic PRGs were to be calculated when 
the risk assessment work stoppage was resolved in April, 1994. 
Nevertheless, the draft PPRGs were submitted in July, 1994 in 
defiance of our previous agreements. We pointed this out in our 
September 9, 1994 comments. Now, the Itfinal” PPRGs hzve been 
submitted which, once again, ignore our requirements. The result is 
that DOE has wasted seven months preparing inadequate PRGs. The 
extent to which these Seven months impact successful and timely 3eviewed for Addressee 
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To achieve Division approval of the Programmatic PRGs, the following 
requirements must be met: 

1) The PRGs must be calculated considering residential childhood 
exposure in each pathway and for all media. 

Table 1 in the document, and appropriate text, must be modified 
to reflect DOE's response to our 9/9/94 comment #4 regarding use 
of PRGs in subsurface soil exposure calculations. DOE' s response to our comment indicates that D3E is willing to assess 
residential exposure to subsurface soils. If so, residential 
exposure to subsurface soil should not be iiNot Applicableii on 
Table 1. 

2) 

3) The document must be revised to include DOE's response to our 
9/9/94 comment #5. 

If you have any questions regarding these matters, please call me at 
692-3356. . 

Sincerely, *qC%gL 
Joe Schieffelin, Unit Leader 
Rocky Flats IAG Unit 
.Hazardous Waste Control Program 

cc: Martin Hestmark, EPA 
Norma Casteneda, DOE 
R i c k  Roberts, EG&G 
Dan Miller; AGO 
Steve Tarlton, CDPHE-OE 


