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Holt, Maria L [CONTR]

From: Holt, Maria L [CONTR]
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2023 2:44 PM
To: Taylor, David [CONTR]
Subject: Approval:  NEPA Flexible Production Support Facility (FPSF) – Amendment 01
Attachments: PX-4660 FPSF - Amend. 01.pdf

Good afternoon David, 
 
The Standard NEPA Amendment Review Form was signed and approved by Jeff Flowers, Manager of the Environmental 
Compliance Department, on June 26, 2023 and by Corrie Baker, Environmental Compliance Specilist, on June 29, 
2023.  Attached is the electronic copy of the PX-4660.  You will receive a separate email containing all of the NEPA 
documents shortly.  Prior to start up, please remember to adhere to all of the requirements presented in section C of 
the previously approved PX-2114.  If the project’s scope of work changes, contact me immediately to determine if 
another amendment is necessary. 
 
If you have any questions, please let me know! 
 
v/r 

 
 
M. “Lucy” Holt 
Environmental Compliance Dept. 
maria.holt@pxy12.doe.gov 
(806) 573-7406  Office 
(806) 379-4198   Pager 
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MA-23-MAIL-86827-4325-MA N/A N/A 

Deliverable Due Date: 
N/A 
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Flexible Production Support Facility (FPSF) -Amendment 01    23-011 

Atta ch ments/Enclosu res: 
PX-4660; PX-4762 

THIS CORRESPONDENCE, INCLUDING ENCLOSURES AND ATTACHMENTS, HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY A DC/UCNI RO 
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REVIEWER COMMENT CONSOLIDATION 
 

Project Name:  Flexible Production Support Facility (FPSF) – 
Amendment 01 

Project Number:  23-011 

Project Contact:  David Taylor NEPA Preparer:  Lucy Holt 
 

1.  Non-rad air emissions Bob Roulston, Environmental Compliance Department 
From: Roulston, Bob [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 10:41 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Construction will also require4 walkways/paved surfaces between the two areas, and construction of a delivery pad 
for the FPSF.   
 
This would be a particular concern, as the walkway will be in the SMWU extent area, per description in the original, 
and we DO NOT want people walking through the dirt there. 
 
Regarding Section 1, Non-Rad Air: I agree with all markings on the PX-4762.  There are no new air regulatory concerns 
for the construction. 
 
Bob 

 
2.  Storm Water/Surface Water Pepper Irvin, Environmental Compliance Department 

Ian Hughes, Facility Construction Management 
1 – 
From: Irvin, Pepper [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 2:34 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR]; Taylor, David [CONTR] 
Cc: Gilbert, Jon K [CONTR]; Moreland, Marvin [CONTR] 
Subject: NEPA Review- FPSF-Parking Lot-Amend. 01; 23-011 
 
Lucy, 
 
I have reviewed the above NEPA for Environmental Compliance Department. 
 
My comments are as follows (changes are in bold):  
 
2.0 Surface Water/Storm Water: 
 
The PX-4762 Environmental Compliance Worksheets: No Comment 
 
The PX-4660 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Review Amendment Request:  No Comment 
 
28.0 Pollution Prevention Initiatives: 
 
The PX-4762 Environmental Compliance Worksheets: No Comment 
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The PX-4660 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Review Amendment Request:  No Comment 
 
Pepper Irvin 
2 – 
From: Hughes, Ian [CONTR] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 7, 2023 1:56 PM 
To: Irvin, Pepper [CONTR]; Holt, Maria L [CONTR]; Taylor, David [CONTR]; Moreland, Marvin 

[CONTR] 
Cc: Gilbert, Jon K [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Great thanks – PX-4762 section 2 is ok 
Ian 

 
3.  Solid waste Linda Quebedeaux, Waste Operations 
From: Quebedeaux, Linda C [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 8:07 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy 
 
Question 3.0 is incorrectly marked No. Please change the answer to Yes.   
Question 4.0 is correctly marked No. 
Question 5.0a is correctly marked No.     
Question 6.0 is correctly marked No.  
Question 7.0e is correctly marked N/A.  
 
Contractors must submit a Contractor Waste Management Plan (CWMP) to the Waste Operations Department for 
review prior to beginning the project.  Contact the Waste Operations Department for any questions regarding waste. 
 
Thanks! 

 
4.  Radioactive waste Linda Quebedeaux, Waste Operations 
See Item #3 

 
5.  Hazardous Waste/Lead/Compliance/Permits            
      

Linda Quebedeaux, Waste Operations 
Elizabeth Lee, Safety & Industrial Hygiene 
Alex Herrmann, Environmental Compliance Department 

1 – See Item #3 
2 –  
From: Lee, Elizabeth [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, June 19, 2023 10:40 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Peer Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
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Yes. We need a silica control plan.  
 
From: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] <maria.holt@pxy12.doe.gov>  
Sent: Monday, June 19, 2023 10:20 AM 
To: Lee, Elizabeth [CONTR] <Mary.Lee@pxy12.doe.gov> 
Subject: RE: Peer Review: NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
So a silica plan is required or no?  I’m sorry!  Just trying to be sure to mark it correctly and provide the proper 
requirements J 
 
From: Lee, Elizabeth [CONTR] <Mary.Lee@pxy12.doe.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 9:41 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] <maria.holt@pxy12.doe.gov> 
Subject: RE: Peer Review: NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
I think the reason 28b is no, is because some of what they could be doing is not listed in table 1, but it is still silica 
work. 28c is no because we haven’t seen a silica control plan.   
______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
From: Lee, Elizabeth [CONTR] 
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2023 8:11 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
I approve sections 5b, 7a-b, 16, and 28 as written.  
Thanks! 
Elizabeth 
3 – 
From: Herrmann, Alex [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 1:19 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
No changes are necessary for this amendment with respect to the original NEPA review. 
 
Questions 5c/5d/5e are appropriately marked ‘no’ on the PX-4762 and are appropriate to this amendment. 
 
Please sign me off. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Alex 

 
6.  Mixed waste (rad & haz) Linda Quebedeaux, Waste Operations  
See Item #3 
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7.  Asbestos/asbestos waste Elizabeth Lee, Safety & Industrial Hygiene 
Tim Parker, Environmental Compliance Department 
Linda Quebedeaux, Waste Operations 

1 – See Item #5(2) 
2 –  
From: Parker, Timothy [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2023 9:46 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
7C & D are correct. There should be no friable Regulated Asbestos Containing material encountered or any structures 
demolished in this project therefore no Asbestos notification is needed.  
 
However, if the project change to involve demolition of a building or removal of friable Regulated Asbestos Containing 
Material a Texas Department of State Health Services (TDSHS) Demolition/Renovation Notification form must be 
prepared by the Contractor at least 30 days prior to the start of any abatement activities, for review and concurrence 
by the Environmental Compliance Department (ECD).  After concurrence, submittal of the notification form to TDSHS 
must occur at least 20 business days prior to the certified start date of abatement.  
 
The TDSHS Notification Form for any demolition activities should be prepared per requirements of Division 1 Special 
Provision 1500: “Health and Safety”. 
The regulatory requirement states that the notification must be submitted (i.e., either federal postmark or electronic 
submittal into a TDSHS server) no later than 10 days prior to the start of action.  The ECD must have time to review 
the notification prior to the 10 days.  If it is approved, the Contractor would be notified and they can either submit 
electronically to TDSHS (preferred) or submit a signed copy for ECD to submit to TDSHS. 
3 – See Item #3 

 
8.  Chem storage/use & toxic chem. exposure Brian Hildinger, Safety & Industrial Hygiene 

Miro Bijelic, Safety Analysis / AB 
1 – 
From: Bowman, Angie [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 10:37 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Cc: Hildinger, Brian [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, (I hope this is right). I know we need to get the SDS for the crushed asphalt or any other chemical they will be 
using. 
 
PX-4762:  The PX-4762 should be marked “NO” under Section 8.0 “Chemical Storage/Use and Chemical 
Exposures”.  For the NEPA amendment titled Flexible Production Support Facility (FPSF)– Amendment 01, the Safety 
Data Sheets (SDS/MSDS) for the chemicals used by the contractor/s  must be submitted to and reviewed by Hazard 
Communication before project commences. 
 
PX-4660:  No new requirements result from this amendment.  Same requirements from previous NEPA still apply. 
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Project personnel will submit Safety Data Sheets (SDS/MSDS) for all the chemicals to be used by the contractor by 
email to:  HAZCOM@cns.doe.gov.  The submittal must be sent to and reviewed by Hazard Communication before 
project commences.  The NEPA project/activity title and number will be required in the email. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Angie 
2 – 
From: Bijelic, Miro [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 11:15 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
I concur with the completed sections of the PX-4660 and PX-4762, relating to “No” for Section #8(b).  Based on my 
review of the Flexible Production Support Facility (FPSF) – Amendment 01 project there is no potential for the 
proposed project to involve hazardous chemicals at or in excess of 29 CFR 1910.119 Appendix A threshold quantities. 
 
Thanks, 
Miro 

 
9.  Petroleum storage/use Kent Gilbert, Environmental Compliance Department 
From: Gilbert, Jon K [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2023 4:01 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
My original comment for section 9 will also apply to this amendment.  Thanks 
 
Equipment Refueling and Storage: When any type of machinery (fuel tanks, construction equipment, portable 
generators, etc.) is brought on-site that requires any type of petroleum fuel for operation, the fuel must be stored in 
approved vessels. Bulk fuel storage in aboveground storage tanks cannot exceed 1,000 gallons in capacity. A 
secondary containment (catch pan) shall be utilized to prevent unanticipated releases to the ground. Any spills of 
petroleum substances shall be reported to the Emergency Operations Center (477-5000), Fire Department (477-
3333), Environmental Compliance Department’s Petroleum Storage Tank Contact (573-5995), and cleaned up as soon 
as possible with assistance from the Fire Department. A spill kit should be on hand at all times and placed near all 
equipment during refueling operations.   

 
10.  Groundwater/SWMUs Matt Monroe, Environmental Projects 

Ramon Coronado, Waste Operations 
1 –  
From: SWMUInterferenceCoordinator 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 4:29 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 



                                                                                                                                      Page 6 of 13 

Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy,  
 
In response to the referenced NEPA: 
 
Question 10(a): Correct. Work associated with this project could involve excavation, hydro excavation, and breeching 
of utilities at multiple locations. Any material resulting from this project will need to be handled according to 
prescribed methods for spill prevention and waste disposal. The contractor should make preparations to capture any 
material that flows out of breached utilities, and follow Division I specifications for spills and unplanned releases. 
Additional correspondence for this question will only be necessary if there are spills or releases to the ground. 
 
Question 10(b): Correct, no additional correspondence is needed for this question. 
 
Question 10(c): Correct, no additional correspondence is needed for this question. 
 
Question 10(d): Correct, no additional correspondence is needed for this question. 
 
Question 10(e): Incorrect, a large portion of the area of work is within the extents of a SWMU. Any soil disturbance 
Beyond ingress/egress will require a SWMU permit. Workers should avoid unimproved surfaces (bare soil) during 
ingress/egress if the ground is wet or muddy. Workers, equipment, and/or material that becomes soiled with SWMU 
soil must be decontaminated prior to removal from the SWMU/SWMU extent. Additional correspondence is needed 
to request and then close out SWMU permits, and if workers, equipment, and/or materials become soiled and require 
decontamination. 
 
Question 10(f): Incorrect, change the answer to no, this is a SWMU, but there are no rad concerns. 
 
Question 10(g): correct, no additional correspondence is needed for this question. 
 
Alyssa Brooks 
2 –  
From: Coronado, Ramon [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 10:30 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Question 10h is correctly marked No. 

 
11.  Drinking water system Chris Puroff, Environmental Compliance Department 
From: Puroff, Christopher [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 9:38 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Good morning, Lucy. 
 
The only comment I have is editorial. Please revise on the PX-4660. 
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The Project Manager will coordination with Monty Schoenhals… 
 
Other than this, I have no comments or issues with the amendment. 
 
Chris 

 
12.  Sewage system Chris Puroff, Environmental Compliance Department 
See Item #11 

 
13.  Clearing or excavation/revegetation Monty Schoenhals, Environmental Compliance Department 

Valerie Litwinick, Environmental Compliance Department 
1 – 
From: Schoenhals, Monty [CONTR] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 14, 2023 3:42 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR]; Irvin, Pepper [CONTR]; Gilbert, Jon K [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Peer Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
The questions 13a.-13b. addresses soil disturbance (blading, scraping, or plowing etc.) 13c. Is focused on trenching 
and I did not recall any trenching with the parking lot so I marked it N/A. 
 
I did not see that there was going to be any new drive way through a drainage area for the proposed parking lot. 
 
If you want to do a walk down I would be glad to do so. 
 
Monty  
___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
From: Schoenhals, Monty [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 2:33 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
The “FPSF - Amend. 01” project will impact revegetation and soils stabilization issues I review for, the PX-4660 looked 
to be accurate and complete.  The Work Sheet PX- 4762 will need to be marked 13 a no, 13 b yes, 13 c N/A, 13 d no, 
13 e no, 14 a-c no, and 18 no.   
 
Thanks for the opportunity to review.  You may sign me off. 
 
/S/ Monty Schoenhals 
2 – 
From: Litwinick, Valerie A [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 11:27 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
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Good morning Lucy,  
 
I don’t have any official comments currently on FPSF NEPA Amendment 01 on the Burning Ground question 13.0 f 
Clearing or Excavation/Revegetation. 
PX-4762 Environmental Compliance Worksheet: I concur with question 13.0 f checked as NO.  
PX-4660 National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Review Amendment Request- I concur with the form as it was sent 
out on 5/22/23. 
 
Thank you,  
 
Valerie Litwinick  

 
14.  Activity outside Zones 4,11, or 12 Monty Schoenhals, Environmental Compliance Department 
See Item #13(1) 

 
15.  Cultural (archeological/historical) resources Katie Paul, Environmental Compliance Department 
From: Paul, Krisha Kathleen [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2023 11:34 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Reminder! Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Hey Lucy! 
 
For this project, the PX-4762 is correctly marked for Cultural Resources as follows: 
 
Item #15a is “No”                                                      
Item #15b is “No” 
Item #15c is “No” 
Item #15d is “No” 
 
The PX-4660, Section B should include the following statement: 
 
“Although ground disturbance will not occur within a ¼ mile of a playa, evidence of cultural artifacts have 
previously been found in the potential disturbed area.  If any evidence of an archeological site (artifacts, bones, 
etc.) is discovered during ground disturbing activities, work must stop and the Environmental Compliance 
Department (ECD) would be notified immediately.”   
 
Thank you, 
 
Katie Paul, 573-7167 

 
16.  Noise levels Elizabeth Lee, Safety and Industrial Hygiene 
See Item #5(1) 

 
17.  Radiation exposures, rad air emissions Scott Wilson, Radiation Safety 

Justin Fox, Radiation Safety 
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1 – 
From: Wilson, W Scott [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 11:43 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Hi Lucy – Hope all is well! 
 
RSD approves the NEPA amendment documents for the Flexible Production Support Facility as written. 
2 – 
From: Wilson, W Scott [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 11:13 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: PX-4762 FPSF - Amend. 01_wsw 
 
Yes ma’am I concur with the markings for 17 h and i. 

 
18.  Pesticide/herbicide use Monty Schoenhals, Environmental Compliance Department 
See Item #13(1) 

 
19.  Explosives Tom Ellis, Nuclear Explosives Safety 
From: Johnson, Bailee [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 12:04 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
Attachments: PX-4660 FPSF - Amend. 01.docx; PX-4762 FPSF - Amend. 01.docx; FPSF.pdf 
 
Approved for Explosives Safety. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Bailee Johnson 

 
20.  Transportation and traffic issues Marlo Escamilla, Transportation 
From: Escamilla, Marlo [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 9:27 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Maria, 
 
This amendment will not interfere with Transportation Operations. Please mark “No” in section 20. 
 
Thanks, 
Marlo Escamilla 

 
21.  Special status/wildlife and plants Kevin Baird, Environmental Compliance Department 
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From: Baird, Kevin S [CONTR] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 7, 2023 3:09 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
Everything I review for appears to be marked correctly on the PX-4762.  Since the amended project will occur 
outdoors standard considerations for the protection of migratory birds and Texas horned lizards would apply: 
 
"Because this project involves outdoor work, there is a possibility for the discovery of nests of protected migratory 
birds.  At Pantex, nests are commonly found on buildings, fences, and other structures, as well as in more traditional 
circumstances such as in trees, shrubs, on the ground in gravel areas, and between grass clumps.  The ECD Wildlife 
Biologist shall be contacted if the nest of any bird were encountered prior to or during the proposed project.  With 
the exception of feral rock pigeons, house sparrows, Eurasian collared doves, and European starlings, all birds and 
their nests are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and/or state regulations.  Nests of protected species cannot 
be disturbed.  Refer to WI 02.01.04.02.21.  Scheduling of projects for outside the March – August nesting season 
would minimize chances for encountering nests of protected migratory birds.  
 
The ECD Wildlife Biologist shall be contacted if a Texas Horned Lizard is encountered in a situation where/when an 
immediate work action is placing the lizard in harm's way." 

 
22.  Floodplains/wetlands/playas  Kevin Baird, Environmental Compliance Department  
See Item #21 

 
23.  Cathodic Protection  Zachery Hendrix, Mechanical / Process Engineering 
From: Hendrix, Zachery [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 10:56 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Lucy, 
 
Section 23.b of the PX-4762 is not marked. That can be marked down as a “NO”. 
 
Everything else is good to go! 
 
Thank you, 
Zack 

 
24.  Environmental Management Systems  Alicia Barley, Environmental Compliance Department 
From: Barley, Alicia F [CONTR] 
Sent: Thursday, May 25, 2023 1:55 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Hey Lucy, 
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I am still good with my section (24.0) on this, I don’t think we need any changes at this point. 
24.0 Environmental Management Systems: 
The PX-4762 Environmental Compliance Worksheets: I concur with “No” for a-d.  
The PX-2114 Pantex National Environmental Policy Act Review Form:  I concur with “No”. 
 
Thanks, 
Alicia 

 
25.  Energy Conservation Mgmt. - Metering  Steve Wester, Electrical / Mission Engineering 
From: Wester, Steven [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 9:19 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
No meter required. 

 
26.  Pollution Prevention Incentives Pepper Irvin, Environmental Compliance Department 
See Item #2(1) 

 
27.  Environmental Monitoring   Matt Jones, Environmental Projects 
From: Jones, Matthew [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 23, 2023 12:31 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
 
Hi Maria, 
 
No comment on this one. 
 
Thanks, 
Matt 

 
28.  Respirable Crystalline Silica Elizabeth Lee, Safety & Industrial Hygiene 
See Item #5(1) 

 
 

ADDITIONAL REVIEWS 
 

Authorized Derivative Classifier  Zelda Martinez, ECD 
From: Martinez, Zelda [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, May 22, 2023 7:02 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Prelim Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
Attachments: Signature Page 2-14-23 - 12-150 lot.docx 
 
Good morning Lucy, 
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Thank you, 
 
Z 

 
Departmental Peer Review   
From: Herrmann, Alex [CONTR] 
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2023 2:33 PM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Peer Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
Attachments: PX-4660 FPSF - Amend. 01 (002)_AMH.docx 
 
Lucy, 
 
Please find attached with edits. 
 
On the 4660, see if you can make Figure 1. Image smaller so the signature block fits on the pg. 3. If it does don’t forget 
to change the pg. count in header. 
 
Nothing follows. 
 
Thanks 

 
Departmental Peer Review   
From: Booker, Jon D [CONTR] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 7:35 AM 
To: Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Cc: Passini, Amber D [CONTR]; Herrmann, Alex [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Peer Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
Attachments: PX-4660 FPSF - Amend. 01.docx 
 
Good morning, 
I included some minor suggestions and a question in the attached 4660. 
 
On the 4762, I had several questions: 

1) 2d. – is the project still Less than 1 acre when the parking area is included? This needs to include the original 
building, the area of disturbance that has not yet been remediated after the building was finished, and the 
new parking lot with expected disturbance around the margin. The parking lot is ¾ of an acre by itself. 

2) 13c. – 13b. is marked yes (i.e., involves ground disturbance), but 13c. is marked N/A. This does not make 
sense. 

3) 13e. – The 4660 does not reference driveways into or out of the parking lot, but probably should. If not, then 
there would be temporary roads built during building of the parking lot. One or the other item needs to be 
reconciled. 

 
I have included Alex in the CC in place of Bob. 

 
Departmental Peer Review   
From: Passini, Amber D [CONTR] 
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Sent: Tuesday, June 13, 2023 7:59 AM 
To: Booker, Jon D [CONTR]; Holt, Maria L [CONTR] 
Cc: Herrmann, Alex [CONTR] 
Subject: RE: Peer Review:  NEPA FPSF - Amend. 01 
Attachments: PX-4660 FPSF - Amend. 01 ADP.docx 
 
Good morning Lucy, 
 
I’ve attached a markup of the 4660 and added to JD’s comments. 
 
For the 4762: don’t forget to get an estimated project start date. 
 
Also – Wouldn’t 28 b, be “yes”? It usually is when a silica plan is required. 
 
Also – since 28 is yes, we need a silica control plan added to section B. I do not see one for section c. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review. 
 
Amber 

 








































