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7. P. 4-1, _ h_gral_. A_ltio_ ttchnologiesd_ouldbescnx_ for applk_iliw,
s_l _nsi_ andevaluatedas_ttatial remedialaltt,-aattvm,le iNmic.hr, me
do_m_t shouldaddresshotimntal contaimncnt(i.e., ctKoplng),u w_Jlas stabili_tion
n?thewaste.

7. &ectltm4.3.1, p. 441,,_gVr,ion 4.3.1, third paragraph. Itwouldbe helpful to discuss
II_ CF..I_CI.AOff-siteRule in this section;although,like DOT tegu_doat, this is not
an AI_R.

Oivcathetotala.e.ioou._=atrations,theneedtosta_lizgthe_l priortodisposalis ':I
likely. "rhlsdocument should address the stab_li_tion/fixmtiooprocess. Stabilization "Tj_ /
maybeperform_atthedisposalfacilitypriortoentnmbmeat of the soil ( /

/

9 _on 4.3,3,p.4-11.SeeComment7 onC98RCLA Off-sltegale, _ ::>.
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i. p.A.5.om.e --d IX)S "I
rcspoct to the solicitation and idcntifcation of state ARARs, as set forth in the NCP. A \\
discussionof when local laws would be oanside_,,d ARARs (for example, they generally :__ .....:\
are not unless the requirements are adopted and lef_dly enforce,able by the state) would l
alsobeheZpruZ,

First paragraph, last sentence. Clarify whethertl,.i$decisionwas dc_ume.ntedand
oonvcyed to the s_. The statement only referetge_ the solicitation letter sent to the
slat_.

Fourth paragrapit, last _eutence. Docuracntatioa of the state decision should be
referenced,

2. Section IJ.2.3, p. A-5. F.,xplainthat tho ¢fitafia used to screen the state's list of
po_fial ARARs were obtahagl _om the NCP. Also, explain _ meaning of "not
lnu_ly promulgated."

3. Section 2.1.3, p. A.,12. _ Comment 7 for CF_CLA Off-slte l_ulc.

4. Section 3.1, p. A-15. Please check thedtationsassome appearto be incorrect and also
fisttheImplementingregulations.
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