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MILTON RUSSELL

Decamhber 9, 1994

Dr, Charles B, Murphy Jr., Exceative Director
WSRC Euvironmental Advisory Committes
Westinghouse Savannah River company
Savannah Rivar Technology Center

P. 0. Box 616

Afleen 5C 29802

VIA FAX: 803-725.7673
Dear Dy, Murphy:

This letter is 2 respanse 16 Your requast that I describe the WSRC Bavirgnmental
Advisory Committee’s (HAC) gotion with respect to review of the Sgvannah River Site
Annuzf Enviropmenta] Report (Report).

The EAC agreed thet it would review the Report in fis entirety. Al members will
review chapters of more general interest, and members with appropriate expertice will
review each other chapter, These reviews will be based on the materia] presented and
comments will reflect the EAC member’s kuowledge of the site and best professional
Jjudgment. In same cases the reviews may require examination of back-up datz 2nd
other material, bt as 2 generzal rule, the process will not melude = fpll-seals sudit of
materials and protocole. The emphasis will be on such matters s clerity, proper use of
data to drew conclusions, and adequary of manitoring design,

EAC members will individually supply their comments 10 WSRO and to their fellow
members. Suhsequently, in EAC meetings, thase comments will be open for diseuzzion
and the EAC will draw general conclusions ahout the adequacy of the Report for ifs
intended purpase. However, the individual comments themselves will not be acted on
coliectively by the EAC and will remain the responsibility of the preparing member.

"The EAC expects w recsive responses to each of irs comments that defnonstrate that

substamtive attention was given to them, However, the EAC recognizes that, as in a1l

such seieatific undertalkings, the response may indicais 2 tenge of reactions from

accepimnce of the comment and subseqnent chanee to a rejection of the comment for

canse. I emphasize that the EAC in making commenrs fully recognizes that in some

©252s its comments may be in erTor and that in other cases the matter is 2 judgment call
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which rmst ultimately be made by the authors of the Report. [n circumstances where
the EAC finds the responses inadequale it will not hesitate to report that faet in an
appropriatc way,

The process I have described sbove czn be deseribed as 20 indspendent technical review
of the Report. Tt ahould not be characterized 24 goproval of the Report beecause
approval per sz is outside the scope of the EAC role.

I hope this elavifies the prospective role of the EAC with respaet to the Report,
Sincerely yours,

PN Anes @AJM
Milton Russell

Chairman,
WSRC Enviropmentz] Advisory Committes



