Comment #

5-1

5-3

5-4

To: <mckymountainarsenalfiive go
[ o
Subject: Draft plan for RFNWR

Dear Mr. Rundie,

Having reviewed the draft RFNWR signage for history and language, | must agres that the sighs should
be short. | feel that the safety signs nead o be put in mare places other than anly at the entrances and
trall haads.

The signs should reed, "Plutonium has & half life of 24,000 years and is easily inhalad when air born. The
tlean up was done only to 8 depth of three inchas and high winds could carry plutonium and other
hazardous wastes for many miles.”

The history should include such things as the fact that a safe level of contamination was decided based on
gveraging of the entire site. Also included In the history should be the FBI raid, and the recantly won law
suit by near-Dy residents

Frankly, | find the entire signage suffering from delusions of adeguacy. You wouk] ba batter off, and more
honest using the language proposed by Rep. Wes. Mc Kinley,

As for the EPA and CDPHE signing off on the clean- up, | quote Upton Sinciair, "It is dithcull to get a man
it uncerstand somathing when his salary depends upon his not understanding it *

Sincerely,

Response to Individual Letter #5

5-1. Thank you for your comments.

5-2. The Service acknowledges that all of the
site history and safety concerns cannot be
addressed on one sign. See response to
comment 1-2.

5-3. See response to comment 5-2. (Note
that according to the Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study (RI/FS) cleanup was con-
ducted to a depth of 3 feet for surficial soils.)
5-4. See response to comment 1-2.

5-5. Thank you for your comments.



Comment #

7-1

7-2

7-3

Re: Comments on the draft of safety signs for the RFNWR

Even though the cleanup is considered complete, approved by state and
federal agencies and therefore supposedly safe for public use, I feef the
signs should enswer the stated question, "Is the Refuge Safe™ with a
qualified yes , or with the answer yes and no. 1 have been involved in
the elosure process long enough 1o realize that a number of other
colaminated sites around the country were considersd "clean” upon
closure, but "discoveries” wene made in future years that proved these
siles were |ess than clean, and further cleanup was required. Grven the
accidents and questionable disposal practices known to be part of RF's
history, it seems imperative (and legally prudent) o state that, "Al
present, we feel the site is essentially safe for recreational use, bul
umknown factors related to past use could prove otherwise in the future,
and should be considered by the public when using this Refuge.”

| am glad the RF site will be undeveloped, which makes possible future

discoveries less likely to cause harm. Other sites where homes and other
development oceurred led to costly and damaging further cleanup and much

more potential harm than 2 wildkfe refuge. Thanks for all the work

1JSFWS employees have done to get o this point. 1are looking forward to

the formal establishment of the Refuge in 2007.

Response to Individual Letter # 7

7-1. Thank you for your comments.

7-2. The Service acknowledges that while
additional discoveries of contamination are
not likely, the possibility is addressed in
CERCLA law, and is also addressed in the
Rocky Flats National Refuge Act of 2001
(P. L.107 -107, Section 3180).

7-3. Thank you for your comments.



Com- T E00 P! =R B e oo Response to Individual Letter # 12
_ co
ment # Subject FW: Rocky Flats remediaton
_—y - . : _ 12-1. The Service did not have regulatory
;;:.Jr{n(__k;aﬁﬂ?ﬁfk comments about The lnsufficient signage fws Ls propesing authority over the cleanup process, and
likewise does not have regulatory authority
for the certification of the cleanup. The Ser-
e vice supports the conclusion reached by
12-1 Five independent sclentists, emploved by different entities, - including DOE the EPA and CDPHE after extensive
- - wers asked Lo svaluate and validate the cleanup methoof and the expectad

cesults. They were all very cries evaluation that refuge land will be safe for

i af the consequ

@ of thiz Inadeguate

:E-::Ei:;-::;- were of widely fering backgrounds and all the proposed Refuge management ac-
origlnally i La | e re ing ponds. 1 ad experience in working with tivities.

cadiaactively contaminated sites. I am attaching summaries af their reports.

As you know before you can evaluate the walidiry of 2 process, & standard 12-2. The requirement for a Memorandum
means of compariscon is regquirad The standard in this case ls BMARSSIM: the Of Understanding (MOU) betWeen DOE and

ion FManual , 2 consensus

te Inwvesti

2 L. :EP;[; _:T?-f.‘_or:d_ DOE)} on plar;.‘.-iz:g, ci.'fr_du _ing and E'.rsl'_'at:n_g ; the Department Of the |nteri0r (DO|) was
radicactive Sites cleanup processes. DOE did not follow the standard at .. .
Rocky Flats, Several ¢f the independent evaluators pointed out That this eliminated by the Ianguage found in the
WARVE "ETRIUACLON AMGecibls: Rocky Flats Minerals Acquisition Act, Sec-
tion 3116 subsection (b) (7) of the National
DOE violated several previous agreement. To mention a few: Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year

2006. However, the Service and DOE
Legacy Management (LM) are currently

The Rocky Flats MNational Wildlife Refuge Act of Z001 mandates an Memorandum

12-2 g {HMOU} betwean OOE and the US Fi and Wildlife Service. Ths diSCUSSing the details of a revised MOU to
ims division of responsibllitiss bebtwesn the agsn =. the
menditering d--- .!ninar:—r- and an established funding for this. HNone of address fUture management'

thi=z was complied with.

12-3. Thank you for your comments.

Clegnup Agreament {RFCAl DeCween The Coloradoe Department of

the Environament {CDFAE), EPA and DOE $pecifies a 50 pCirsg
R

he surface. This vo

ive seil cleanup to 3' below LmetE o
d not been mel. An over flight soil survey of the asurface ocnly
d surface radicactivity down to 3'°'.

e

the covers on the huge landfills. Mhoze,

g Toxic ODriginal Landfill @ ently ha= B Sroundwalar

@ce water combtaminatior by carcinegenic compounds in the dumg

a8 public health problem. The 2' of =il on Th 1l allows water
and burrowing animals bring up ntamin Plutonium is a

] Inhalation of minute particle tauss them to lodge

- And Rocky Flats is one of the windiest areas in Colorado.

11'_:.:1;:.' was an rndustrial Superfund site this kind of wvioclation would net be
talerated
12-3
On Rpral 30, 20068, &0 Minutes had a program on the inadequate wark at [OE's
Hanford site in Washirgron. DOE atated that Rocky Flats ig che paradigm for
nuelear wite remedistion. This shoold be a eoncern for all ef us.



Comment # Response to Boulder Area Trail Coalition

Letter # 6
@ EricVopelsbergdcs.co To: rockymountainarsanal@fvs. gov
m e
Subject: Rocky Flats Step-Down Plan for Site History | Safaty Signa 6-1. Thank you for your comments.
0BZI0G A3 AM i ek b

6-2. Thank you for your comments and par-
ticipation. Ensuring the safety of visitors,
61 | have reviewed the proposed step-doan pian and safety signs. AS a resident of the City of Boulder and 3 o ;ﬁzbsc’;fv?ggiﬁt?;@g r:ﬁa%f;gzn:ng: goals
futire visitor to the Wildite Refuge, | balieve the plan and signs are wel thought out and approphate.
6-3. Thank you for your comments.
| have closely followed the Rocky Flats closure effort and participated in the U S, Fish and Wildlife Service
6-2 public planning process. | have fands who worked at the Rocky Flats facity far many years and who help 6-4. Thank you for your comments.
1o cleanup and reclaim the site. | am confident in the completenass of the cleanup procass and in e
safety of the property for public recreation

[t se&ms that any action proposed or taken at fhe Rocky Flats site elicits hysterical responses from the

6-3 peopla who have mace careers criticizing the process. Today | noted a letter in our local paper from the
Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center ('Rocky Flats, Doublespek obscures the past’, Daily Camera,
May 23, 2006). Based on my observations of the cleanup activities and of the U 5 Fish and Wildlife
Service planning process, | feel the lefter negatively misreprasents the safety of the refuge, the public
process, and the dilgence of the U 5, Fish and Wildlife Servica.

It 18 regrettable that public discussion s dominatad so ofien by Individuals with extrame views and loud
6-4 voicas. | hope the U.S Fish and Wildife Service wil also take note of those of us who are supportive of
the process and plans set farth for the Rocky Mountain Wildiife Refuge.

Sincerely,
Eric Vogelsberg

Prasidant
Boulder Areg Trails Coalition



Comment #

8-1

8-2

8-3

crrv or ARVADA

Mavor aND CITY COURCHL
FacsipiLe: 720-898-7T515 & TCrD: 720-B9H-TH&Y
PHoNE: 7T20-898-7500
June 15, 2006

Drean Rundle. Refupe Manager

LLS. Fish and Wildlife Service

Reocky Mountain Arsenal - Buillding 111
Commerce City, OO B0022-1748

RE:  Draft Rocky Flats Step-Down Plan for Site History / Safety Signs
Dear Dean:

On hehalf of the Arvada City Council, we would hike to thank you for the opportunity 1o provide comment
on the Draft Step-Down Plan for signage at Refuge access points, [t is very much appreciated that the 1S,
Fish and Wildlife Service continues to allow the public ample opportunity to comment and become engaged
in matters conceming the development and management of the Rocky Flats Wildlife Refuge. Although it is
unusual for the Service to draft language for one sign severul years prior o any public access, in this case we
support and appreciate that it is bemng done.

It is important thal signage posted at public access points both address the current use of the Refuge as well
as past use. The information on the sign must be relevant snd objective and inclede topics such as history
and purpese of former uses, past contamnation, cleanup, current monitoring, and current Tisk levels w
wisitors of the Refuge. However, we do recognige that including too much information on an access sign
creates the risk of no one readimg the sign. Therefore, in addition to briefly addressing the issues listed
ahove, it must be made clear to the Refuge visitor that additional information is available both within the
Refuge through kiosks and interpretive signage end numercus other means such as the websiles of the
ISFWS, DOLE, EPA, and CDPHE. We strongly urge the Service to commil 1o providimg additional detailed
information within the Refuge and hope that DOE will work with the Service on thas ssue.

In addition 10 the tapics listed above, it 15 also important thar signage address the mlenior, DOE controlled
area. Visitors should know that the area 15 not part of the Refuge and public access is not allowed in arder o
maintain the integrity of the clegnup and the ability to monitor the arca. Based on all accepted and applicable
standards, the DOE controlled area and the Refuge are safe and protective for visitors, however, it is
important that visitors understand the history of the site and that restnictions designed 10 proteet remedies and
monitor the environment must be respected.

We look forward to continuing 1o work with wou and your team throughout this process. I vou have any
questions or would like to discuss the issues, please do not hesitate o comlact ws.

Sincerely.
{l '
T W '
it o
Ken Fellman Lomraine Anderson
Mayor Councilmember
cc: Ciry Council

Dawvid Abelson, Rocky Flats Stewardship Council
Secott Surovchak, Department of Energy

TC. Bon B10H & S101 Rarstom Roas & Apvaps, CoLoranc & SRO0T-K101

Response to City of Arvada Letter # 8

8-1. Thank you for your comments.

8-2. The Service agrees with the impor-
tance of interpretative signage. See
response to comment 1-2.

8-3. The Service revised the sign word-
ing to reflect that public access will not
be allowed on land retained by DOE. In
addition, DOE has included the Ser-
vice's recommendation of a barbed wire
fence and signs around the DOE re-
tained lands in their (CAD/ROD) for
remedy.

8-4. Thank you for your comments.
The Service looks forward to working
with the City of Arvada.



Com-
ment #

9-1

ity ol Wesiminsicr
Ddepartmscar of

Pubbie Works

and Thilitigs

AR00 Wesl $2nd Avenac
Wesiminsler, Colarada
LEL -t}

A4 - 20
FAX Jpi-ei0-16aF
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A\

WESTMINSTER

Jume 12, 200G

M. Diean Bundle

Refuge Manager

Rocky Mountamn Arsenal

Matonal Wildlhife Reluge

Building 111

Commerce City, Colorado BO022-17458

Fe: DREAFT ROCKY FLATS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
STEP-IDFWN PLAN TOR SITE HISTORY/SATETY SIGNS, dated
Melay 200G

Dear Dean:

The City of Westmmster appreciates the opportunity o provide comments on the
draft signage language as presented in the drafl step-down plan. The City suppors
the Fish & Wildlife Service havimg the discretion to word the signs as they feel
MECESSAry.

We have attached & red-line version of your original language and have made
minor editorial comments.

Sincerely yours,

(K8 Pt~

Al Melson
Raocky Flatz Coordinator

ce: Jo Ann Price, City Councillor, Oityy of Westminster
Jim Armede, P E., Dhrector Public Works and Unbities, Cuy of Westminster
Fon Hellbusch, Specal Projects Coordinator, City of 'Westminster
Teaneme ATherg, Area Representative, Senator Wayne Allard
Lravid Haller, State lssues Counsel, Senator Ken Salazar
Doug Young, Thstrict Policy Drirector, Congressman Mark Udall
Margie Klem District Director, Congressman Bob Beauprez
Lon Cox, City Couneilor, Ty & County of Broom{ield
Sharley Garcia, Environmental Coordinator, City & County of Broombicld
Frazer Lockhart, DOE-FMOCBC
Scoftt Surovehak, LM Site Manager, Legacy Management
Rocky Flats Stewardship Couniil

Response to City of Westminster Letter #9

9-1. Thank you for your comments.

The Service revised the sign wording to better
clarify the context of the information.



Comment #

9-2

At | Herel

The land you are about o enter, the Rocky Flats National Wildlife Refupe, is an historic
Cold War site. Refuge lands are were onee part of the former buffer zone of the old
Rocky Flats Plant that operatedd from 1951 until 1985, For nearly four decades, thousands
of women and men worked here, building nuclear components for the United States’
deterrent weapons. thas-held-the former-Sevier-Brion-at-bay.

Weapons production at the plam involved plutonium and other radioactive and hazardous
materials. Freweswasdanpermesandseeret. Over the course of decades, there were
spills, releases and accidents. Those spills, releases and accidents and some of the
accepted waste handling practices of the esly-desades day resulted in releases of
plutonium and other contaminants.

Beginning ir 1995, many of the same Cold War veterans who had built America’s
deterrent arsenal condueted an unprecedented and enormously complex cleanup project
to remove contaminated buildings and soil from the landscape. They accomplished that
difficult job in 2005, leaving the land as an asset for future generations of Ameticans.

p-the Refupe Safe?

¥es. An extensive evaluation of contamination at Rocky Flats was conducted by the U. 5.

Envircmmen:al Protection Agency (EPA) and the Colorado Department of Public Health
and Environment (CDOPHE). The levels of contamination on refuge land were low and
met conservative state and federal cleanup standards. Both EPA and CDPHE have
determined that the land is safe for public recreation and refuge workers,

There are hazards involved in any form of wildland recreation. Hazards at Rocky Flats
include inclement or extreme weather conditions, the potential for trips, slips and falls;
poisonous stakes, and unreasonable or illegal acts by other persons.

The refuge s open daly during daylight hours, Unless otherwise posted, stay on trails,
Please ohserve “Area Closed™ and other repulatory signs. Pets are not allowed on the
refuge.

Still have guestions?

For more information about the history, contamination, cleanup, or site safety issues af
Rocky Flats, please call EPA at (300X ) 2300020000 or CDPHE at (300X) 200
30000 For information about the refuge contact (3000) XC-RXEE,

(Mote: Appropriate phone numbers will be determined when signs are fabricated )

Response to City of Westminster Letter # 9
(continued)

9-2. The Service revised the sign wording to
better clarify the context of the information.



Comment #

10-1

10-2

10-3

10-4

Peagt (80 s 471 = BOUSOnE Coinnood S

Boulder Board of County Commissioners

Cou nly LA & Poc Sveats + Bodoer Couty Courouse + Boude, Coivoe 50302 + [303) 441-3500

Ammerce City, CO E0022-1748
[rear Dean:

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input on the U.S. Fish & Wildlife's “Step-Down
Plan for Site History/Safety Signs,” addressing signage at the Rocky Flats Refuge.

The Boulder County Commissioners concur with most of the recommendations for informative
signage that has been proposed by the Rocky Flats Stewardship Council (RFSC),

Our proposed language differs from the RFSC proposed lanpuage in a few places, indicated in
our draft, as follows:

1, In the second paragraph, we sugpest elimination of the ¢lause in the second sentence,
which reads “...in accordance with accepted waste handling practices of the time.”
We’re not sure that burying wastes in oil drums on the 903 pad reflected any
specifically approved waste handling practices, and we doubt that the practice of
dumping of contaminated materials into the Old Landfill reflected accepted practices,

1. In the first paragraph under the section “Is the Refuge Safe for Publbic Recreation?” we
sugpest several changes:

a. Delete langusge referning 1o levels of contamination on the Refuge being “low™
and meeling “conservative™ state and federal cleanup standards. These terms
are subjective, and don't answer the visitor's question, "[n comparison Lo
what?"

b. Likewise, delete the reference to *independent studies™ determining safety of
the Refuge. as that implies that every independent study determined that the
Refuge is safe. At least one RFSC member's consultant questioned the
adequacy of the Old Landfill berm construction, and there were other studies,
including the RFSC*s own independent study, that raised questions about
sampling methodologies,

Teafrs Mkcaped Ben Peiman WAl Toor
Coary Corrrmbaioner . enandy COMIMeEsoras Courty Cormmssones

Response to Boulder County Board of
Commissioners Letter # 10

10-1. Thank you for your comments.

10-2. The Service revised the sign lan-
guage to better clarify the context of the
information.

10-3. The EPA and CDPHE have the lead
regulatory authority on cleanup efforts at
Rocky Flats. The Service added language
to clarify the specific relative risk due to
residual contamination as defined by EPA.

10-4. There is no language referring to
safety determinations by independent
studies in the current language for the
sign.



Comment #

10-5

10-6

10-7

.

We believe that the major purpose of signage on the Refuge should be limited to ¢lear,
objective, and factual information to the site’s visitors about basic site history, contamination
issues, the cleanup process, and present cleanup and safety status.  As signs are the first level
of communicetion with visitors at the site, drafting the language for the signs provides an
important opportunity to educate visitors and the community about the site and its stewardshiy
Language on the signs should thus be carefully crafied to be fact-based for the purpose of
informing and educating visitors o the refuge,

It is important that the messages lo the public neither downplay the fact that contaminated
malerials still exist at the site, nor exaggerate the danger to the public from these contaminant:
Thus, we support language changes to the signage draft that was circulated and discussed at tt
June ™ RFSC meeting, in order to better strike this balance,

Our suppested language reflects the facts of the site’s history, cleanup, and current status of
safiety for visitors. After cach proposed change we heve indicated our rationale for the
suggested change.

Thank you for consideration of our suppested revisions to the propossd signage at the Refuge.
Sineerely,

A

Ben Pearlman, Chair
Board of Commissioners
Drelegate to Rocky Flats Stewardship Couneil

cc.  David Abelson and Members, Rocky Flats Stewardship Council

Response to Boulder County Board of
Commissioners Letter # 10
(continued)

10-5. The Service agrees that providing
clear, objective, and factual information for
visitors is essential. See response to com-
ment 1-2.

10-6. The Service agrees that it is important
to provide accurate information on safety and
concerns regarding residual contamination.
Residual contamination is below the cleanup
levels that are specified in the Rocky Flats
Cleanup Agreement (RFCA) to protect public
safety.

The Service acknowledges that all of the site
history and safety concerns cannot be ad-
dressed on one sign. See response to com-
ment 1-2.

10-7. Thank you for your comments.



Comment #

10-8

10-9

10-10

REVISED LANGUAGE PROPOSED BY BOULDER COUNTY

What Happened Here?

The land vou are about 1o enter, Rocky Flas National Wildlife Refuge, 15 an histone Cold War
site. Refuge lands are part of the bufTer zone of the old Rocky Flats Plant that operated from
1951 until 1989, when 11 was closed. For nearly four decades, thousands of women and men
worked here, building nuclear components for the United States’ desessert-weapons _arsenal that

hald the farmer Rosdet-binion-ai-biy—In 2001, (‘cmwlw.d legislation cstahlishing The

Rocky Flais MWational Wildlile Re Lhus preservime the land aml preventiog develupinent o
ofher intensive uses.
Ratignale for suggested changes, this paragraph: Clarify that Rocky Flats Plant was

closed in 1688, Remove editorial language referring to former Sovist Union. Add
sentence explaining transition from the weapons plant to a wildlife refuge.

“Weapons production at the plant involved plutonium and other radivactive and hazardous
matcnah mmmmu&aﬂd-sm—ﬂvm T]'lE dccades Shspspnee gopeidanig %Eﬁe
nme mg&nals were spl!lad, dump_cd, and bunr:d on 1h|: gmn;ﬂ _These al;nunﬁ resulled in

releascs of plulonium and other contaminants_into the air and water on and adjacent to Rocky
Flats.

Raticnale for suggested changes, this paragraph: Remeove egitorial language about

“dangerous and secret” work. Remove language justifying that contaminani handling
reflected accepted practices at the time, which we doubt. Change passive and vague
language “thers were accidenis” into a factual description of what happened to some of
the materials. Add clause describing where releases of plutonium and contaminants
went - into the air and water.

Hcggnnrﬂgu‘l 1993 masn S ZRTRE 4 ar-vetersns-who-had- beilt-Amenea sdeterran
arserat-the United Suﬂes[} riment of Ener ted wi ivate cleanup firms and
conducted an unprecedented and enormously complex cleanup project 10 remove vifually all of
lhe: con[aml.ml:t:ﬂ bulldmys a.nd sml E‘um the Iand#:d.pr: my-weﬂﬂi s hed-diai daffrenhe

e .- The project was
m}_ﬂlﬁd in ZDﬂi
I fior 1G] rn this raph: Again, remove editorial language

refarring to cold war veterans (other workers were also involved in cleanup). and replace
with more factual language about DOE contracts for cleanup. Clarify that “virtually all®
cleanup occurred rather than leaving a false impression that all contaminated buildings
and soil were removed In thair entiraty.  Dalate reference to the difficulty of the cleanup
jab, and alse to "Americans,” as foreign wisitors will also visit the site, Add factual
sentence about when the cleanup project was completed.

Response to Boulder County Board of Com-
missioners Letter # 10
(continued)

10-8. The Service revised the sign wording to
better clarify the context of the information.

10-9. The Service revised the sign language to
better clarify the contaminant handling and
cleanup language. However, the work conducted
by Rocky Flats plant employees was indeed dan-
gerous, and was conducted under tight security
conditions.



Comment #

10-11

10-12

10-13

Is the Refupe Safe for Fublic Recreation?

¥es—We believe iLis. An exiensive evaluation of contamination al Rocky Flats was conducted
by the U, 5. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Colorade Department of Public
Health and Environment (CDFHE). The levels of contaminanon detecled on the land Refuge
after cleanup were-tow-and-met eonservativestate and federal cleanup standards Beth-EPA and
CDPHE have determined the Refuge is safe for public recreation,and refuge workers, and
resident wildlife.

Rationale for suggested changes, this paragraph:  Clarify that the refuge is safe for
public recreation (as opposed 1o leaving visitors with the ermoneous presumption that it's
safe for any and all uses), Delete subjective languaga refarring to "low” and
“conservative” levels of contamination after deanup.  Clarify that amaount of residual
contamination refers o contamination that's been defected. Add referance to the safety
of the Refuge to its wildlife.

Eationale for sugoested delation of this parsgraph: People will primarily want to know
whather Rocky Flats is safe from radioactive contamination. Listing other hazards that
are common to all parks, trails, or public acoess points are merely redundant if printed
on all access signs to parks, trails, campgrounds, lakes, etc. unless there are spacific
local hazards that need to be pointed out.

The refuge is open daily during daylight hours. Unless otherwise posted, please stay on trails,
Please observe “Area “Closed”™ signs. Pets are not allowed on the Refuge, The interior portion
of the site remains under the jurisdiction of the Department of Energy. and is closed to the

ublic, These lands remain under the jurisdiction o
wehsite here for more information]

Rationale for sugnested changes. this paragraph:  Clarify that the site is not entirely
open to the public that the DOE retained land is closed to the public, and infc on wnere
to gat more info about the DOE-retained lands.

Still have questions? For more information abowt the history, contamination, cleanup, or site
safety issues at Rocky Flats, please call EPA ar (R0) X000-X00XN or CDPHE an (300X XXX
AXXX. For more information about the refuge contact (XXX) XXX -XXXX

Response to Boulder County Board of Com-
missioners Letter # 10
(continued)

10-10. The Service revised the sign wording to
clarify the context of the information on cleanup
workers. Although foreign visitors would be wel-
come on the refuge, the Mission Statement for
the National Wildlife Refuge System states that
the Refuge System is to “Administer a national
network of lands and waters for the conservation
management and where appropriate, the restora-
tion of the fish, wildlife and plant resources and
their habitats within the United States for the
benefit of present and future generations of
Americans.”

10-11. The EPA and CDPHE have the lead regu-
latory authority on cleanup efforts at Rocky Flats.
The Service supports the conclusion reached by
the EPA and CDPHE after extensive evaluation
that refuge land will be safe for all the proposed
Refuge management activities.

10-12. In the CCP response to comments, the
Service committed to a discussion of relative risks
on the refuge.

10-13. The Service revised the sign wording to
state that public access will not be allowed on
DOE retained lands.



