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ERRORS AND OMISSIONS |
LANL CPV Rev. 1.0, June 1996 |

All errors and omissions are noted in bold italics.

)] P.4, Section 2.1.4,1 - We believe that the following language was inadvertently omitted
from the sentence and should be reinserted:;

“A modification to LANL’s RCRA permit providing for the return of such wﬁstes and/or
residues to LANL must be approved by NMED prior to any such return of wastes and/or |
residues to LANL,” !

2) P.20, Section 3.3 - We believe that NMED intended the compliance date in Activity Eto |
be consistent with the acth‘ity date in A|‘ctivity D, Le., that both activities should have the date
12/20/98, not 12/2/98 and 12/20/98.

3) P.2], Section 3.4.1 - We believe that for purposes of clarity that a sentence imimediately
preceding the first Activity/Compliance Date table on this page is appropriate. Suggested !
language is : Lead shapes and forms processed using the decontamination trailer.

(DOE and UC do wish to comment on what appear to be two additional
Activities/Compliance Dates in each of the two tables on this page, possibly added by
NMED for purposes of clarity, i.c., Activities B and C. We recognize that many
discussions on this matter have occurred, but do not believe that these were specificaily

listed in the revision package submitted by DOE and UC, We do not, howev«E, anticipate

any difficulties in complying with these requirements, and accept these changes. It is our
belief that if this language is not tied back to your understanding of the Respondents

request for revision that this would normally require implementation of FFCQ Section :
X.C.1, “NMED-required revision”.)
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