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Siadic, Mark 
:<tt ... :".J.,". 

From: Siadic, Mark 

Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2006 10:58 AM 

To: 'amanda flake'; 'David M. Scaturo(E-mail)'; 'Debra Kraemer (E-mail)'; 'DJane Duncan (E-mail)'; 
'Don Hargrove'; 'jerry stamps'; 'Lila Llamas'; 'mac mcrae'; 'Priscilla Wendt (E-mail)'; 'Sanford, 
Art F CIV EFD$OUTH'; 'Stacey French'; 'tim harrington (email)'; 'Tom Dillon (E-mail)' 

Subject: MCRDPI45 RI Addendum - RTe for,EPA and SCDHEC comments 

Attachme'nts: GtoundwaterTagMap.pdf; RI Addendum RTC $CbHEC Comments.doc; RI Addendum RTe 
EPA Comments. doc 

Please see attached RTC for the EPA and SCDHEC review comments to the October 2005 RI/RFI Addendum. 
, The attached PDF figure is referenced in theSCpHEC RTC. I'm assuming that we all still want to review and 
discuss draft RTC before making .them formal submittals. This is consistent with the document review process we 
agreed at the November 2005 meeting: ' 

• Draft document 
Should be formal document, with a cover ,letter 
The State (SC DHEC) would like it in hard copy format 
The EPA would like it in an electronic format 

• Written review of com,ments 
A general summary statement, then specific by page and paragraph identifying the specific issue, and 
preferably with the suggested change language \ 

• Draft RTC with the specific proposed revisions .' . 
Provided by email. This is often discussed at a team meeting, by phone or through e-mail. This is usually 
an informal process to ask questions and/or get Clarification 
It can also be done by mail (hard copy) as a more formal process 
These are not entered into the final record 
All comments, even by e-mail.areavailableundertheFOI(Freedomoflnformation).This includes in and 
out going e-mails ! . 

There are some issues that are priority issues 

. • Review ofRTC 
Approval of RTC I Identification of any remaining outstanding issues 

• Formal RTC anclchange pages to document 
• FO'rmal regulatdry concurrence 

This goes in the record 

• "Green cover" 
( 

Lila had previously suggested a conference call to discuss the comments. I believe we're better prepared now 
that potential sorutions have been proposed. If the Team still wants a cponference call, please let us know and I 
can set something up. In addition, we can discuss at our next meeting. Thanks. 

Mark Siadic, P.E. 
ProJect Manager 
TETRA TECH NUS, Inc. 
Foster Plaza 7 
661 Andersen Drive 
pittsburgh, PA 15220 

4/12/2006 
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