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From: Rosetta Virgilio
'

To: KPD1.KPP1(CWH), TWD2.TWP8(CJP1), WND1.WNP2(FXC), W..
4 Date: 10/21/9612:00pm

Subject: REVISED SVEENEY CORRESPONDENCE -Reply-Reply,

i

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
rather than say ' don safety significant* i would say " matters not requireing immediato action":

*

because almost everthing has some safety signiificance the focus is the irnmediacy. Otherwise i
concur
<<<<<<<<<<<<<<<

| Jim-- 01 submitted comments along the same lines,i.e.," Matters not of an immediate public
health and safety significance..." replaces "Non-safety significant matters.. *.,

i
; As with the other omces on concurrence, may I accept this as OE's omcial concurrence with
s comment? - Rosetta

;

,i

CC: KPD 1.KPP1(CZG). KPD1.KPP2(DRL). WND I .WNP201HNL WN..
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