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Confederated Tribes and Bands Established by the
of the Yakama Nation . Treaty of June 9, 1855

September 7, 2007

Ferygy

U.S. Department of Energy JAN 2 4 2008
Richland Operations Office

P. O. Box 550 EDMC

Richland, WA 99352

Subject: Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario for Hanford Site Risk Assessment /'r/ =0 - 7
Dear Mr. Brockman:

This letter is to transmit the Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario for Hanford Site Risk
Assessment. Development of this scenario is an initial step to addressing the potential
risks to members of the Yakama Nation who may utilize resources at the Hanford Site
and surrounding areas, or otherwise be exposed to Hanford contaminants.

The Yakama Nation intends for this information to be used in a manner that
comprehensively and completely evaluates all risks posed by Hanford contaminants to
Yakama Tribal members. To be scientifically conservative and credible, such a risk
assessment must consider the unique risks to Tribal members as additive to the generic
maximally exposed individual. In other words, Tribal exposure pathways cannot be
limited with non-conservative assumptions, whereas unique Treaty protected lifestyle and
diet factors which add incremental risk must be accounted for.

We remain concerned at the many individual risk assessments being conducted for
limited portions of the site, for particular management programs or for environmental
impact statements. This scattered and fragmented approach will not cumulatively
analyze all risk to human health in general or to the Yakama Nation in particular.

Yakama Nation uses will result in unique contaminant pathways and exposure rates from
living on the site and using the natural resources. High level, transuranic, low-level and
mixed radioactive wastes, nuclear facilities, proposed waste treatment operations,
contaminated biota, and polluted water pose threats to the Yakama Nation, the health of
our people, and the vitality of our traditional subsistence lifeways. To protect Yakama
Nation uses, all contaminant sources and hazards should be identified and assessed
comprehensively to make cleanup decisions. We expect that the Department of Energy
will consider the total risk to Yakama members and analyze all exposure routes,
including potential groundwater consumption, to evaluate cleanup actions.

Post Office Box 151, Fort Road, Toppenish, WA 98948 (509) 865-5121
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As a first step, we request that the Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario be incorporated
into the Risk Assessment Report for the 100 Area and 300 Area Component of the River
Corridor Baseline Risk Assessment. However, in doing so, we point out that it will not
be a complete picture of risk as many geographic areas and contaminant sources are not
included in that Assessment. We expect that actual contaminant concentrations in media
and biota be used to assess risk, although it is our understanding that site-specific data of
that type is not available for many plants and animals that the Yakama Nation uses.

Of major concern is how the Yakama exposure scenario will be utilized to inform
cleanup decisions. In this regard, the Yakama Nation has repeatedly asked for technical
assistance funding to participate in Hanford risk assessment in an active and meaningful
way. We have yet to receive approval or funding of our risk assessment scope of work.
We again request the necessary resources t0 participate effectively, and look forward to
meeting with you to address this matter in our upcoming discussions about the FY 2008
Yakama Nation Cooperative Agreement scope of participation.

Sincerely,

o

T
; /(/ afm,@f%

Russell Jim
Manager, ERWM Program

Enclosure

Ce: Jane Hedges, WA NWP
Nick Ceto, Hanford EPA



YAKAMA NATION EXPOSURE SCENARIO

FOR HANFORD SITE RISK ASSESSMENT

RICHLAND, WASHINGTON

PREPARED FOR THE

YAKAMA NATION
ERWM PROGRAM



YAKAMA NATION EXPOSURE SCENARIO
FOR HANFORD SITE RISK ASSESSMENT

RICHLAND, WASHINGTON

Prepared for the

Yakama Nation
ERWM Program

Prepared by
RIDOLFT Inc.

September 2007



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page i

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

An exposure scenario for risk assessment was developed for the Confederated Tribes and Bands
of the Yakama Nation to describe their traditional subsistence lifestyle, including dietary patterns
and seasonal activities. This lifestyle may result in exposure to radioactive and hazardous
chemical contamination, now and in the future, from the nearby Hanford Nuclear Reservation in
southeastern Washington. The Hanford Site is located within the Yakama Nation ceded

territory.

This scenario describes the maximum exposure reasonably expected to occur in the Yakama
population, who currently subsist on natural resources in the vicinity of Hanford. Upon adequate
cleanup, the Yakama hope to regain access to the Hanford Site, which is part of their usual and
accustomed use areas. Without compromising confidential information, details of this scenario
will be used by the U.S. Department of Energy to complete an exposure assessment to evaluate

potential risks to the Yakama Nation from Hanford-associated contamination.

Using ethnographic interview methods, adult Yakama members described fishing, hunting, and
gathering practices, sweathouse use, feasts, and ceremonies, all of which remain critical aspects
of their subsistence lifestyle and unique culture. These data were compiled tolprovide a
qualitative description of the current and anticipated future Yakama lifestyle and develop

quantitative exposure parameters.

This project resulted in a conceptual site model that was developed to illustrate potential
exposure pathways from Hanford Site contaminant releases to soil, water, plants, fish and other
animals, which may ultimately impact the Yakama people. Surveys found that the Yakama
depend heavily on the harvest and consumption of fish from local rivers, including the Columbia
River, which passes through the Hanford Site. They also depend upon wild game and an
abundance of local native plants, including shoots, roots, leafy material, and berries. These
resources provide not only foods and medicines, but also material for tools, shelter, and

accessories.

Federal guidance documents currently do not include adequate exposure information pertinent to

a Native American subsistence lifestyle. This scenario compiles information specific to the
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Yakama Nation to be considered in evaluating potential risk from Hanford Site contamination
and to support appropriate cleanup decisions. Exposure parameters were estimated for
inhalation, dermal contact, and ingestion of air, soil, water, fish, meat, vegetables, fruit, and
milk, and reflect the current and anticipated subsistence lifestyle. The Yakama expect that this
scenario will be used to evaluate risk in a comprehensive manner for the entire Hanford Site,
incorporating all sources, radiological and chemical contaminants, exposure pathways, and

natural resource uses.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report describes an exposure scenario developed for the Confederated Tribes and Bands of
the Yakama Nation (Yakama Nation) to better understand their traditional Native American
lifestyle patterns and seasonal activities. This lifestyle may result in risks from exposure to
Hanford Site contamination now and into the future. The material provided herein is intended to
serve as a summary of the unique aspects of Yakama lifeways. In order to preserve uses for
future generations, the Hanford Site cleanup process should be adequate to protect all natural

resources and human populations, both tribal and non-tribal, in the region.

Ridolfi prepared this report on behalf of the Yakama Nation Environmental Restoration and
Waste Management (ERWM) Program. The ERWM Program focuses on Hanford impacts to the
Yakama people and their culture, and the land and the natural resources on which they depend.
This report is based upon research and interviews with a sub-set of the population, qualitatively
evaluates the Yakama lifestyle in general, and develops basic quantitative exposure parameters.
Information in this scenario is intended to be used by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) to
complete an exposure assessment for evaluating potential risks to the Yakama Nation from
Hanford Site contamination. Identifying immediate and future risks is critical to the cleanup

process.

1.1 Background

This section provides an introduction to the Yakama Nation, a summary of Yakama Treaty
Rights, a brief summary of the Hanford Site and a description of the federal risk assessment

process.

1.1.1 The Yakama Nation

The Yakama Nation is one of four federally recognized tribes in the vicinity of Hanford, along

with the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation, the Confederated Tribes of the
Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon, and the Nez Perce Tribe. F igure 1 shows the location of
the Yakama Nation Reservation, which currently occupies an area of nearly 1.3 million acres in

southeastern Washington State, and the nearly 12 million acres of land ceded to the United States
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in the Treaty of 1855 (Williams and Babcock, 1983; CRITFC, 2007). By 2006, the total
membership of the Yakama Nation reached a population size of 9,872 individuals (ERWM

personal communication, 2006-2007).

Unlike many Native American tribes residing on reservations in the United States, the Yakama
Nation settled upon the land previously occupied by their ancestors for thousands of years.
Although land was ceded to the United States, the Yakama retain for use the ceded area that
encompasses the elevation gradient from the eastern Cascade mountain range eastward, which is

an area of principle importance to their lifestyle and heritage (Williams and Babcock, 1983).

The Yakama Nation’s traditional homeland is an area where ancient cultures have survived for
thousands of years. During a long and dynamic tenure, the Yakama Native Americans
developed an intimate understanding of the complex relationships between the land and
associated natural resources. Resources used by the Yakama are broadly classified as roots,
fibers, berries, fish, birds and other animals, minerals, and places of spiritual guidance and
strength. As a place, the Yakama Nation’s ceded and reserved land offers a multitude of

resources important to former, current, and future generations.

1.1.2  Yakama Treaty Rights

On June 9, 1855, a treaty agreement was reached between the Yakama Nation and the United
States. Appointees from the Yakama, Palouse, Pisquouse, Wenatshapam, Klikatat, Klinquit,
Kow’was-say-ee, Li-ay-was, Skin-pah, Wish-ham, Shyiks, Oche-chotes, Kah-milt-pah, and Se-
ap-cat tribes and bands of Native Americans were joined by this treaty agreement to be
considered as one nation, under the name of “Yakama.” Kamiakun was named as “head chief,”
and all members were to be relocated to the designated reservation. Another regional tribe, the
Wanapum (known locally as River People), were not included in the treaty, but many eventually
enrolled as members of the Yakama Nation (ERWM personal communication, 2006-2007;
Williams and Babcock, 1983).

The treaty was ratified by the United States Senate on March 8, 1859 and signed by the President

on April 18, 1859, thus establishing a government-to-government relationship between the two
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sovereign powers. According to the treaty, “the exclusive right of taking fish in all the streams,
where running through or bordering said reservation, is further secured to said confederated
tribes and bands of Native Americans, as also the right of taking fish at all usual and accustomed
places, in common with citizens of the Territory, and of erecting temporary building for curing
them; together with the privilege of hunting, gathering roots and berries, and pasturing their

horses and cattle upon open and unclaimed land” (Treaty with the Yakama, 1855, Article 3).

1.1.3  The Hanford Site

The Hanford Site is a 586 square-mile former plutonium production facility located within
Yakama Nation’s traditional homeland (ceded area), approximately 20 miles east of the current
Yakama Nation Reservation. The site, which has been operated by DOE, its predecessor
agencies, and its contractors since its inception in 1943, is located primarily in Benton County
(with portions of the site in Grant, Franklin, and Adams counties) along the Columbia River, just
north of the city of Richland.

As part of plutonium operations, radioactive and chemical wastes were both intentionally and
unintentionally discharged to the air, ground and waters. Contaminants have migrated from the
soil vadose zone to the groundwater, ultimately discharging into the adjacent Columbia River.
Hanford contaminants have been found in the region’s soils, waters, plants, fish and other
animals, affecting the health of these natural resources and area residents. Figure 2 shows the
location of the Hanford Site in relation to the Yakama Reservation, as well as the extent of
current ground water radionuclide and hazardous chemical contamination at the Hanford Site
(WADOE, 2006).

When plutonium production ceased in 1989, DOE, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), and the Washington State Department of Ecology signed a “Tri-Party Agreement.” This
agreement effectively transformed the site’s mission from nuclear weapons production to
cleanup and environmental restoration. Soon thereafter, specific areas on the Site (100, 200,
300, and 1100 Areas) were listed on the National Priorities List (NPL) for cleanup under the
federal Comprehensive Environmental Restoration, Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA); the 1100 Area was later delisted from the NPL in 1996 (Ridolfi, 2006). The
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exposure scenario described in this report is not limited to the NPL sites, but includes the entire

Hanford Site and any areas where Hanford-associated contaminants have come to be located.

The Yakama Nation, a trustee for the area’s natural resources, currently participates in the
Hanford cleanup process. The Yakama Nation’s goals for the Hanford cleanup center on
protecting Yakama Nation Treaty Rights, including the health of the Yakama people and natural
resource interests. To accomplish these goals, the Yakama Nation takes a holistic approach to
the cleanup, recognizing that all things interrelate. This requires considering the impacts on air,
land, water, and all plants and animals. The Yakama Nation believes the cleanup actions
conducted or planned by DOE thus far are not adequate to remedy the extensive contamination
to attain these goals. It is essential to the Yakama to safeguard human health, and the health of

the environment now and for future generations.

1.1.4 The Risk Assessment Process

According to EPA, risk assessment for CERCLA is defined as a “qualitative or quantitative
evaluation of the risk posed to human health and/or the environment by the actual or potential
presence or release of hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants” (EPA, 2006). DOE is
currently in the process of conducting multiple risk assessments for the Hanford Site, including

the Columbia River corridor and central plateau.

An exposure assessment is one of four major components of the risk assessment process, along
with hazard identification, toxicity (dose-response) assessment, and risk characterization.
According to EPA, “exposure assessment is the process by which potentially exposed
populations are identified, potential pathways of exposure and exposure conditions are
identified, and chemical intakes/potential doses are quantified” (EPA, 2004a). The primary
purpose of an exposure assessment is to estimate potential dose to an exposed individual or
population, which can then be used to calculate risk and determine appropriate cleanup levels.

Figure 3 illustrates the basic risk assessment process, including the exposure assessment phase.

Exposure scenario development is a key element of an exposure assessment. Using the scenario

technique requires information about potential contact time with contaminant concentrations and
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other information specific to the potentially exposed population. Physical and behavioral
information on the exposed population may be obtained from interviews with individuals

representing that population, including assumptions to account for future conditions (EPA, 1992).

Exposure is defined as human contact with a chemical or physical agent, which may occur via
inhalation, ingestion, dermal absorption, or irradiation, and is dependent on the intensity,
frequency, and duration of contact. Exposure parameters, which are based upon human
physiological and behavioral factors, include inhalation rates; consumption rates of soil, water, and
foods; skin surface area; body weight; exposure frequency and duration; and any other modifying
factors (EPA, 1989 and 2004a). Risk assessments are generally limited to the evaluation of a
lifetime of an individual (e.g., 70 years), although many contaminants persist in the environment

affecting many generations (e.g., radionuclides with half lives of thousands of years).

The risk assessment process used by government agencies to calculate and manage risk
associated with contaminant exposure has generally not been adequate for assessing risks to
Native Americans, whose lifestyle and close association with natural resources is not always
recognized in a typical evaluation. When conducting a risk assessment, both physical health and
traditional cultural practices that are closely tied to individual and community health should be
protected (Arquette, et al., 2002). Figure 4 illustrates a holistic view of the many Hanford
contaminant sources, including high-level radionuclide waste, reactor facilities, and
contaminated media/biota, which pose imminent and chronic threats to the Yakama Nation, their

health and the health of their traditional subsistence' lifeways.

1.2 Purpose and Scope

The purpose of this project is to develop a Yakama Nation exposure scenario. This scenario will
facilitate identification of Hanford Site contaminants that are associated with unacceptable risk
to human health for members of the Yakama Nation living a traditional subsistence lifestyle on
and in the vicinity of the Hanford Site, now and in the future. The Yakama Nation ERWM

Program is working towards the goal of a Hanford Site that no longer threatens the health of the

' Subsistence refers to a means of supporting life or sustenance; a living or livelihood.
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Yakama people by pollutant releases. The Yakama Nation wants Hanford cleaned up as the law

requires, and wants the natural resources properly addressed (Rigdon, 2006).

1.2.1  Objectives

In an effort to develop a Yakama-specific exposure scenario, objectives of this project include:
describing the Yakama population; identifying the daily and seasonal activities in which Yakama
members participate; identifying potential pathways of exposure associated with the Yakama
traditional and/or subsistence lifestyle; and providing exposure parameters that best represent the

Yakama people now and in the future using the Hanford Site.

DOE is evaluating other exposure scenarios, such as rural-resident, worker, recreational user,
etc., for the Hanford Site risk assessment process. This document is intended to provide
summary information for the Yakama Nation exposure scenario, including aspects of the daily
life and associated exposure pathways for tribal members. This exposure scenario for Yakama
members is a subsistence fisher-hunter-gatherer scenario for an individual living on the site,
drinking surface and ground water, harvesting fish from the Columbia River, and using all usual

and accustomed places year round.

1.2.2  Scope of Work

The scope of work defined for this project includes producing a conceptual site model, which
illustrates exposure pathways for potential risks from Hanford Site contamination to the Yakama
Nation, and developing a Yakama-specific qualitative and quantitative exposure scenario. This
includes identifying and describing characteristics of the cultural population of interest that is the
Yakama Nation, the study area that includes the Hanford Site and all surrounding areas
potentially impacted by Hanford that comprise usual and accustomed areas, and the timeframe

that accounts for current practices and estimates of future uses.

This exposure scenario describes the traditional Yakama lifestyle now and anticipated for the
future, identifies potential exposure pathways of Hanford Site contamination, and quantifies

applicable exposure factors. This report also provides recommendations for using these results,
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as well as limitations and uncertainties of this study and the risk assessment process in general,

and future study needs.

1.2.3  Yakama and DOE Expectations

DOE has produced scoping statements for different land use scenarios during the risk assessment
process, including a scoping statement for Native American subsistence scenario. DOE stated
that, "each Tribe will be asked to provide their own use scenario for the Columbia River
Component risk assessment. Anticipated uses by the Tribes include hunting, fishing, gathering
of plants, and religious and ceremonial uses of the land, river, and other natural resources”
(DOE, 2004). Tt is expected that DOE will use the information presented in this report to

evaluate potential exposure pathways and risks for Native American traditional uses.

The type of information that is needed to complete an exposure assessment for the Yakama
Nation at the Hanford Site is summarized in the following table. The information needed is
categorized as descriptive in nature (qualitative) or numerical (quantitative). The lead
organization responsible for providing the information, either DOE or the Yakama Nation, is
also listed. The information required of the Yakama Nation is provided in this exposure scenario
report. Information in the descriptive scenario can be used for DOE’s complete exposure

assessment, which will include contaminant concentration data.

Exposure Assessment Data Needs

Information Needed Information Type Lead
Description of Hanford Site (exposure) setting Qualitative DOE
Characterization of site contaminants Quantitative DOE
Description of contaminant exposure pathways Qualitative Yakama
Characterization of exposed population (current/future) Qualitative Yakama
Estimation of exposure parameters (for contaminant transfer) Quantitative Yakama
Calculation of current/future dose to estimate potential risk Quantitative DOE

A description of the Yakama exposure scenario and specific exposure parameters is being

provided to DOE as part of the risk assessment process and to estimate the reasonable maximum
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exposure (RME) expected to occur at the Hanford Site. According to EPA and Washington
State, site-specific risk assessments must consider the RME, which is "the highest exposure that
is reasonably expected to occur at a site under current and potential future site use" (EPA, 1989;
WADOE, 2001). It is anticipated that a subsistence lifestyle will have the greatest potential for
exposure and thus will represent the RME for Hanford due to regular use of and contact with the
natural resources; exposure parameters for the Yakama Nation will likely provide an estimate of

one of the most highly exposed populations at the Hanford Site.

Exposure parameters (such as consumption rates) identified and proposed for the Yakama Nation
are based upon maximum values to conservatively protect all Yakama individuals. Expectations

for using the information provided in this report are provided in more detail in Section 4.
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2.0 APPROACH AND METHODS

The approach for identifying the traditional subsistence exposure scenario for the Yakama
Nation involved research of available literature and guidance, as well as site visits and interviews

with Yakama members, described in the following sections.

. | Literature Review

Literature review involved consultation with federal and state guidance documents, examples of
previous exposure assessments, and other documents related to evaluating contaminant exposure
and risks to Native Americans. All literature obtained and referenced was compiled into a
project-specific database using FileMaker Pro 6® for organization and accessibility. Appendix

A provides a list of the complete bibliography of resources compiled for this study.

2.2 Ethnographic Interview Approach

To obtain information directly from Yakama members, a population sample was selected for
interviews. The primary focus was to obtain information to describe lifestyle patterns and
estimate general activity levels rather than to inventory every specific activity and species-
specific resource use. Prior to conducting the study interviews, data needs were identified, an
approach for collecting the data was established, and procedures for protecting data

confidentiality were clarified.

2.2.1 Data Needs

To identify the information to solicit during interviews, Ridolfi worked closely with the Yakama
Nation ERWM Program to identify activities common to a majority of Yakama members.
Traditional lifestyle activity patterns that were identified for research included fishing, hunting,
and gathering, and cultural activities such as sweating, feasts, and ceremonies. Table 1 provides
a Yakama Nation lifestyle activity matrix that was developed during the planning process to

outline the traditional lifestyle and help identify data needs.
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It was determined that information was needed regarding the environmental setting and lifestyle,
including the natural resources available for use, such as plants, fish and other animals, and
confirmation from Yakama members on the degree of consumption, use, and collection of these
natural resources. Determining the daily and seasonal activities and dietary patterns facilitates

defining potential contaminant pathways and exposure parameters for the exposure scenario.

2,22 Data Collection

Information was collected by direct consultation with the ERWM Program office as well as
interviews with Yakama tribal community members, which allowed for a description of daily,
seasonal, and lifetime activities of men and women, children and elders from different families
and geographical locations. Input was obtained throughout the project from tribal
representatives at ERWM, who are acknowledged experts due to their experience working with

natural resource issues.

To survey tribal members, ethnographic interview techniques were used to provide a scientific
description of the culture (Riley, et al., 2006). These techniques involved establishing
community standing and personal credibility, demonstrating cultural sensitivity and an
understanding of proprietary information. This was accomplished by working closely with the
ERWM Program office, members of which spoke with potential interviewees about the project,
as well as publishing informational articles in the local tribal newspaper, the Yakama Nation

Review. The published news articles are provided in Appendix B.

2.2.3  Confidentiality

During the interview process, all participants were made aware of the criticality of protecting
confidential information, such as names, locations, and species. Both interviewer and
respondent signed an Informed Consent Form at the time of the interview to guarantee that no
confidential information will be released to anyone outside of the ERWM Program office, where
the final record of responses will be permanently secured. Respondents were told that they could

skip any question at any time, and elaborate on answers, as they felt comfortable.
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2.3 Yakama Member Interviews

The interview process is discussed in the following sections, including development of the
questionnaire, a description (without names) of the individuals ultimately interviewed, and

details of the interview process.

2.3.1 Questionnaire Development

Development of the questionnaire was an iterative process, based upon initial research of
previous tribal interviews, input provided from the ERWM Program office, and input from
lessons learned during the interview process itself. The questionnaire was divided into several
major categories based upon potential exposure activity type (fishing, hunting, gathering, etc.) to

obtain qualitative and quantitative information about the Yakama lifestyle.

A copy of the questionnaire (including plant and animals species on/near the Hanford Site) is
provided in Appendix C. The interviews included questions on consumption, use, and
harvesting of plants, fish, and other animals from the area to identify the extent to which Yakama
members depend upon natural resources that may be impacted from Hanford contamination.
Other information regarding daily and seasonal activities was also solicited in an effort to
qualitatively describe the Yakama lifestyle, identify culturally important activities and resources,

and quantify as best as possible exposure values that may be used for risk assessment.

Photographs of select plant, fish, and other species, some of which were used during the
interviews, are provided in Appendix D. Information was also gathered about contact with water
and soil in order to identify other potential pathways. Respondents were asked for their opinion
on the health of the natural resources that they use, as well as their thoughts and knowledge
about potential impacts from Hanford. Questions about future use of the Hanford Site were
contingent upon unrestricted use of a theoretically remediated site so that responses were not

skewed towards avoidance or other behavior that may intentionally restrict use.
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2.3.2  Survey Respondents

Ridolfi worked with the ERWM Program office to prepare an initial list of potential
interviewees. Enrolled members of the Yakama Nation must be, as defined by the General
Council, individuals who are least one-quarter ethnic Yakama Native American. The goal was
to interview enrolled members who could provide adequate information regarding current
lifestyle, including daily, seasonal, and dietary patterns, consider changes from past practices,
and estimate intended future use of the Hanford Site and surrounding areas. Questions about

child lifestyle and consumption patterns were also asked of the adult respondents.

A total of 16 Yakama members were ultimately interviewed from a larger list of candidates.
Although 16 interviews (from a membership enrollment of over 9,700) is a small sample
population, the selected interviewees provided an adequate cross-sectional representation of the
population as a whole for the purposes of this study. The sample group was targeted towards
elders for their rich oral traditions and long history with changes in the area over time; younger
adults were also interviewed to obtain a broader prospective of the general Yakama population.
Respondents were asked consumption questions not only for themselves (direct response), but
also for their parents and children to obtain data on additional adult and child patterns,

respectively (indirect response).

Potential respondents were contacted directly by ERWM staff by visitation, phone call, and/or
email. The 16 respondents, interviewed between February and May 2007, were aged 24 to 75
years; seven were male and nine were female. All respondents were associated with multiple

longhouses,” although for some, there was a primary longhouse to which they belonged and

others that they attended periodically.

2.3:3 Interview Process

Interviews were conducted by four Yakama Nation members and a Ridolfi risk assessor. A brief

introduction to the project and its purpose was given at the time of initial contact, and additional

* Longhouse refers to any Native American communal gathering place.
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details about the study were provided at the start of each interview (included in the introduction

of the Questionnaire, provided in Appendix C).

Individual interviews lasted between 45 minutes to slightly over 3 hours, depending upon how
much an individual chose to elaborate on specific answers or tangentially share oral histories or
personal stories. Interviewers generally asked all questions on the survey, except when time was
constrained. In few cases, the respondent gave free-form testimony in lieu of the questionnaire.
Respondents were asked information about themselves, as well as of their parents (to represent
other adults) and children (for child values). Samples of fish, meat, and plants were used for
estimating serving sizes, as well as measuring cups. All interviews were tape recorded, with the
respondents’ permission, to supplement the hand-written notes taken by the interviewer. The
interviewer and respondent both signed the disclaimer form ensuring protection of confidential
information. All completed forms, hand-written and typed notes, and cassette tapes will be

permanently secured at the ERWM Program office.

2.4  Data Analysis and Reporting

Notes taken during the interview were transferred by the primary interviewer into electronic
format, and combined with any other notes compiled similarly from secondary interviewers who
were present. The notes (text and tables) were edited and formatted, and then sent to the
respondent with a cover letter and self-addressed stamped envelope to give them the opportunity
to correct any mistaken information or interpretations. Upon receipt of edits, a corrected version
of the notes was re-sent to the respondents for their records. The majority of respondents did not
provide corrections or additions, however, and the recorded notes and values are assumed to be

correct.

Once all data were collected, quantitative values were compiled into a spreadsheet to evaluate
exposure rates. When an individual provided a range of values, analysis of the data considered
the maximum of this range. Basic statistics (minimum, maximum, and average) values were
calculated for all individuals combined. Consumption rates for fish and meat are estimated by

the respondents based upon meals; data were not converted to raw tissue values.
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During the data evaluation phase, it was discovered that respondents considered children to be
through the age of 18 and, consequently, many of the values were comparable to the adult
values. Since EPA considers the sensitive child stage as 0 to 6 years, the more broadly defined
age group of Yakama-child data are not summarized here. Assumptions are made, however,
regarding child exposure values from the literature (discussed in Section 3). This report includes
information specific to the Yakama Nation, without compromising confidentiality (i.e., names

are not included).

2.5  Potential Sample Bias and Data Uncertainties

Sampling may have been biased by any of the following: small sample size; targeted sampling
towards knowledgeable elders; varying degrees of experience with Hanford and hazardous waste
contamination issues in general; respondent recollection; use of example servings of a particular
size; use of cooked versus raw samples for serving size estimation; survey layout and length; and
mistrust of scientific survey methods and/or cultural differences. Also, respondents may have
reported higher rates during high consumption months and reported lower rates during relatively
lower consumption months. Although likely an insignificant modifying factor, actual body

weights were not used for exposure parameter calculations.

This exposure scenario does not take into account variations in population susceptibility that *
may exist within the Yakama Nation, or Native American populations in general, compared to
the general U.S. population. Genetic susceptibility and overall health, for example, may increase
risk from contaminant exposure (Arquette, et al., 2002). The risk assessment process in general
also does not consider impacts and risks to the social, cultural, and spiritual practices of the
Yakama people, which are considered an important link to personal health. These uncertainties,

biases, and omissions noted during from this study should be taken into account in future studies.
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3.0 EXPOSURE SCENARIO

The exposure scenario presented in this section includes factual data, assumptions, and
inferences to describe contaminant exposure pathways, characterize the potentially exposed
population, and develop exposure parameters. This section provides the study results, including
development of a conceptual site model, description of traditional activities associated with the
Yakama lifestyle, and proposal of Reasonable Maximum Exposure parameters for the Yakama

Nation.

3.1 Conceptual Site Model

An exposure pathway “describes the course a chemical or physical agent takes from the source
to the exposed individual” (EPA, 1989). The Yakama Nation conceptual site model identifies
the exposure pathways, linking Hanford Site contamination with population locations and
activity patterns by identifying contaminant releases, media in which the contaminant is retained

and transported, and the exposure route, such as ingestion and dermal absorption.

A simplified Yakama conceptual site model is shown graphically in Figure 5 as a visual
illustration of source contamination from the Hanford Site, potential exposure pathways through
site media and biota, and various activities in which Yakama members participate as part of their
traditional and cultural lifeways that may lead to contaminant exposure. Table 2 provides a more

detailed Yakama conceptual site model as a narrative flow chart.

3.1.1 Target Population

For this study, the Yakama Nation is identified as the potentially exposed population, whose use
of and extensive dependence upon local natural resources and close proximity to the Hanford
Site place them at risk from exposure to contamination from Hanford Site releases. Federal
guidance documents do not include adequate exposure information pertinent to a Native
American subsistence lifestyle, such as ingestion rates of wild game, roots, berries, and
medicinal plants. The extent and duration of tribal exposure to soil, water, and foods differs
from the general population due to unique daily, seasonal, and important cultural activities that
should be considered in the estimation of risk (ITRC, 2002).
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Categories of information needed for an exposure scenario include consumption patterns, food
preparation methods, exposure time, and concurrent exposures from all sources. EPA has
acknowledged that, although comprehensive guidance is not currently available, there is a
growing trend towards characterization of exposures to an individual throughout their different
life stages (EPA, 2004a). All life stages for men and women should be considered, including

infant, child, adult, and elder.

3.1.2 Site Use

To determine future use of the Hanford Site with respect to the Yakama people, current uses of
natural resources were considered on the Reservation and surrounding areas (since use of the site
itself is currently restricted), as well as past uses to provide further insight into traditional
lifestyles that occurred previously on the Site. Future site use combined with current uses of
modern technologies and lifestyles is the most accurate reflection of Yakama people’s intended
uses when the Hanford Site is cleaned up. This exposure scenario for Yakama members is a
subsistence fisher-hunter-gatherer scenario for an individual living on the site, drinking surface
and ground water, fishing at all usual and accustomed places and harvesting plants and animals

year round.

3.1.3 Natural Resource Use

Native Americans of the Columbia River Basin, including members the Yakama Nation, depend
on the Columbia River, known as Nch i-wa'na (“Big River”) for their livelihood. The spring
Chinook salmon is considered a “first food,” celebrated with a feast each spring to recognize the
availability and abundance of food at the start of each growing season (ERWM personal
communication, 2006-2007; Relander, 1986). In addition to dependence on fish as a major part
of their diet for both nutritional and cultural health, the Yakama also depend on hunting local
wild animals and birds for food and materials. They are also extremely dependent on the rich
abundance and variety of wild plants, from above and below ground, which are used for food

and medicine and some of which are also celebrated as “first foods.”
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Activities representing the traditional subsistence lifeways of the Yakama people may occur
daily, seasonally, or annually, depending upon purpose and availability of the resource. The
intensity, frequency, and duration of these activities also vary. Figure 6 provides a generalized
illustration of historical seasonal activities based upon natural resource availability. The major

activities in which the Yakama participated historically and to this day include:

¢ Fishing, including the preparation, consumption, and use of fish for food, medicine, and

materials;

e Hunting, including the preparation, consumption, and use of meat, organs, and other parts

of the animal for food, medicine, and materials;

¢ Gathering, including preparation, consumption, and use of roots, shoots, stems/stalks,

leaves, and berries for food, medicine, and materials;
e Consumption and use of water (surface water and ground water);

e Other daily activities, such as time spent outdoors (for work and recreation, potentially
exposed to dust), and natural materials production (handling and using natural resources

to make shelter, clothing, tools, and accessories); and

e Cultural activities, including sweating and participating in various celebrations,

ceremonies, and memorials.

3.2  Exposure Activities

Qualitative descriptions of the key Yakama lifestyle activity patterns are provided in the
following sections, along with quantitative summaries of the exposure parameters obtained from
the interviews. These activities are associated with multiple exposure routes, such as inhalation,
absorption, ingestion, and irradiation of potentially contaminated air, soil, ground water, surface
water sediment, and biota. In cases where individual respondents provided a range of
consumption values, maximum values were used for data analysis. Basic descriptive statistics

(minimum, maximum, and average values) were calculated for all respondents combined.
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3.2.1 Fish Harvest, Use, and Consumption

The harvesting, preparation, consumption, use, and trade of fish are critical components of the
Yakama lifestyle. Despite a decrease in fish abundance from historical levels in the Columbia
River and the Yakima River (EPA, 2002a), the loss of available fishing sites from dam
construction, and concern over fish health from agricultural runoff, Hanford contamination, and
human encroachment, the Yakama continue to depend upon fish as a major part of their diet.
Fishers generally harvest most of their lives and collect enough fish to feed their extended
families as well as communal longhouse feasts and elders who can no longer provide for

themselves.

The primary fish of importance is salmon, including spring and fall Chinook, coho, sockeye, and
chum salmon, steelhead and cutthroat trout. Other anadromous as well as resident fish species of
key importance to the Yakama diet include bass, bull trout, smelt, lamprey (eel), suckers,
whitefish, and sturgeon. These and other fish species are harvested from the Columbia River and
have been identified specifically at the Hanford Reach. The Yakama fish year round, depending

upon the fish reproductive cycles.

Fish are caught using fish gill nets, dip nets, gaffs (large hooks), and poles and lines. The
harvested fish are gutted, washed, and depending upon the species, filleted. Fish are preserved
by smoking, salting, drying, freezing, and canning. For example, sockeye (red or blueback)
salmon is generally canned, fall Chinook (or King) salmon is generally smoked and salted for
preservation, and lamprey is generally dried. Cooking methods for all fish include roasting,

baking, broiling, pan- and deep-frying, poaching, and boiling in stew.

Adult fish consumption rates calculated for salmon and other species from the survey results are
shown in Figure 7. Fish consumption includes whole body (i.e., all fish parts) as well as fillet
only. Based upon maximum values provided by respondents, the adult fish consumption rate
ranged from 3 grams per day (g/d) to 451 g/d, with an average of 150 g/d. The maximum rate of
451 g/d is equivalent to approximately 1 pound per day (1b/d) or 2 (8-ounce) meals per day.
Although respondents were asked about fish consumption rates by children in their family, these

data are not provided because exact ages of the children were not identified. Based upon this
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study, salmon comprise the majority of fish species consumed by the Yakama, approximating as

much as 90% of all fish consumed.

Respondents were asked about consumption patterns of particular species that are known to be
found in the Columbia River, particularly the Hanford Reach. Assuming the responses reflect
accurate amounts of fish consumed by current (and future) adults, these values may reflect
suppressed rates. Other studies of Native American fish consumption have noted that historical
consumption rates are generally much higher than current rates. Most of the respondents in this
study said they would like to eat as much if not more fish in the future (except for cases where
aging is a factor in reduced consumption). Many members, however, expect a reduction in
future fish consumption rates, not by choice, but because of decreasing fish availability and

decreasing numbers of fishers providing for the communities.

As shown in the conceptual site model (Table 2), potential exposure routes for fishing include
inhalation of air, ingestion and dermal absorption of surface water and sediment, and ingestion of

fish tissue.

3.2.2  Meat Harvest, Use, and Consumption

Hunting was a common practice historically for the Yakama, and continues to be practiced
regularly today, despite the increased availability and consumption of domestic animals. The
Yakama hunt year round, and harvest many species of wild mammals® and birds, primarily deer
and elk, but also rabbit, goat, sheep, beaver, pheasant, wild turkey, duck, and (in previous times
of food scarcity) chipmunk and squirrel, and (historically) bear. Nearly all parts of the hunted
animal are consumed or used; for example, deer/elk antlers and hides are used for tools, shelter,
clothing, accessories, and drums; sausage casings are made from intestines and sinew (tendon),
and (historically) beaver tail, wild bird eggs, and stewed bear claws were eaten. The Yakama are
not constrained by state laws dictating hunting seasons or limited quantities, although the Tribal

Council (governing body for the Yakama Nation) does impose harvesting restrictions on female

* The coyote is the only mammal commonly found on the Hanford Site and surrounding areas that the Yakama do
not hunt because this animal is considered a sacred brother to the people.
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animals during the breeding and rearing months of January through June in order to sustain the

population.

A typical hunt involves primarily hunting of large game. Deer and elk are generally hunted
using a rifle; however, some members still use bow and arrow as a test of skill. After a large
game animal is killed, it is generally gutted and skinned and the offal left for other animals,
while the remaining carcass is hung for several hours or overnight. The meat is then sectioned
and processed for immediate consumption (by roasting, baking, boiling, frying, or stewing) or
preservation (smoking, drying, freezing, or canning). Organs, such as the heart and liver are also
eaten, while the brain has been used for curing the hide. The hide is dried to use for making
clothing (moccasins, leggings, chaps, and dresses), shelter (tipis) and accessories (drums), and is
traded for other goods. Other parts of the animal are used for decoration, such as the antlers,
hooves (during medicine dances), and teeth (earrings, necklaces, and ornaments). Hides have

also been used from less commonly hunted animals such as weasel and otter.

Adult meat consumption rates calculated for hunted and domestic meat from the survey results
are shown in Figure 8. Based upon maximum values provided by respondents, the adult meat
consumption rate ranged from 23 g/d to 704 g/d, with an average of 245 g/d. The maximum of
704 g/d is equivalent to approximately 1.6 Ib/d or 3 (8-ounce) meals per day. Although
respondents were asked about meat consumption rates by children in their family, these data are
not provided because the exact ages of the children were not identified. The current meat diet of
many Yakama today includes a high dependence on domestic meat, comprising a total of
approximately 60% of the total meat consumed, which is due in part to restricted access to
hunting grounds (e¢.g., Hanford Site) and the physical inability to hunt. This indicates the need
for consideration of risk due to consumption of both domestic and wild animal meat, both of

which may be impacted by Hanford contamination.

As shown in the Yakama conceptual site model (Table 2), potential exposure routes for hunting
and meat consumption include inhalation of air and soil/dust that is suspended during hunting,
ingestion and dermal absorption of soil and ground water, and ingestion of animal tissue,

including wild and domestic animals on the Hanford Site.
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3.2.3  Plant Harvest, Use, and Consumption

Gathering of wild plants for food, medicine, and materials has always been, and remains, a
critical component of the Yakama dietary and cultural lifestyle. Plant roots, shoots, stems/stalks,
leaves, and berries of more than 70 different plant species are harvested seasonally according to
plant lifecycles and availability. Plants commonly used as food include Indian celery,
biscuitroot, bitterroot, Indian carrot, yellow bell, huckleberries and choke cherries. Plants are
also used for medicine, such as boiled rose bush for health and spiritual cleansing, and materials,
such as bulrush for tule mats, Indian hemp for rope, and willow for sweathouse and tool

construction.

Natural edible plant parts include tubers, bulbs, roots, and sprouts. Indian celery, which is a
“first food” collected in early spring when it first sprouts (the mature plant is not edible), grows
in small streams and springs; this plant is eaten during annual feasts and is used medicinally to
cleanse the body. Bitterroot and other plants are collected in late spring. The Indian carrot is
collected in August for its sweet, white root, and is dried, ground, and re-hydrated into a paste.
Certain species of plants in the Lomatium genus, commonly gathered by the Yakama, contain a
quality that, when dried, ground, and mixed, make ideal dough for bread or candy * (ERWM

personal communication, 2006-2007).

Another popular root that is gathered (although not from the Hanford Site) is camas, a small scaly

bulb that is dried, ground, and baked for several hours in a hot coal-heated and hot rock-heated pit,
layered with willow leaves and covered with earth. Other roots may be baked in a similar fashion,
but with water poured down a hole and sealed to create steam. Lichen is collected year round, and

acorns are collected in fall and baked underground similar to Camas (Relander, 1986).

Yakama members generally start gathering with their families at a very young age, such as five
to seven years old, and continue to do so until they are “too old to walk.” People gather for most

of their lives, and generally within the same collection areas. Gathering is a family affair, with

* Lomatium spp. plants are identified by flower tops, which become difficult to identify when destroyed, such as
may occur from cattle grazing.
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mothers and grandmothers teaching their very young sons and daughters the specialized art of
plant identification and timing of collection. Although women generally do most of the
gathering as adults, some men continue to do so as well. Tools used for gathering include a root
digging instrument made of deer or elk antlers or wood, and carrying baskets made of hemp or

cedar (or synthetic materials).

Adult plant consumption rates calculated for wild plants (including roots, berries, and
stalks/leaves) and garden/domestic plants from the survey results are shown in Figure 9. Based
upon maximum values provided by respondents, the total adult plant consumption rate ranged
from 33 g/d to 1,208 g/d, with an average of 264 g/d. The maximum is equivalent to
approximately 2.7 Ib/d or 5 (8-ounce) meals per day. When vegetables and fruits were
considered separately, garden plants were estimated to be half vegetable and half fruit, which
was then summed with wild roots and stalks/leaves (for vegetable total) and with wild berries
(for fruit total); the average vegetable and fruit consumption was 1,118 g/d and 299 g/d,
respectively.” Although respondents were asked about plant consumption rates by children in
their family, these data are not provided because the exact ages of the children were not

identified.

Although many domestic fruits and vegetables are consumed, roots, berries and other wild plant
parts generally comprise more than half of the total (and even more so for children). Some
members expect a reduction in future plant consumption rates, not by choice, but because of
restricted access. Members recognize that access to areas for plant collection (root digging,
berry picking) is decreasing because of land disturbed by development and construction,
population growth and increasing private land ownership restricting access to historical
gathering grounds (including the Hanford Site). Members also cited increased agricultural

contamination from pesticide spraying and runoff restricting future use of plants.

3 The average total vegetable and fruit rates represent different individuals, which is why together the total does not
equal the average total for all plants consumed.
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As shown in the Yakama conceptual site model (Table 2), potential exposure routes for
gathering and plant consumption include inhalation of air and soil/dust, ingestion and dermal

absorption of soil and ground water, and ingestion of plant tissue.

3.24 Liquid Ingestion Rates

Other daily intakes that are important to consider for risk assessment include rates of water
consumption (surface water and ground water pathways) and milk consumption (biotic
pathway). Similar to food consumption rates, child data are not provided because the exact ages

of the children were not indicated.

3.24.1 Water Consumption

The Yakama drink water on a daily basis, and increase consumption during sweathouse use and
active outdoor activities. Adult water consumption rates calculated from the survey results are
shown in Figure 10. Based upon maximum values provided by respondents, the adult water
consumption rate ranged from 0.2 liters per day (L/d) to 3.0 L/d, with an average of 1.4 L/d. The
maximum, which does not account for additional consumption during sweathouse use, is
equivalent to approximately 13 (8-ounce) glasses pér day. Many respondents noted that ground
water wells served as their primary source of drinking water (in addition to tap and bottled

water); use of contaminated ground water is an important Hanford exposure pathway.

3.24.2 Milk Consumption

Adult liquid consumption rates calculated for milk consumption from the survey results are
shown in Figure 10. The adult milk consumption rate ranged from 0.004 L/d to 1.18 L/d, with
an average of 0.24 L/d. The maximum is equivalent to five 8-ounce glasses per day.
Consumption of milk, which may be from local dairy cows, is a potential exposure pathway for

Hanford contamination.
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3.2.5 Other Daily Activities

Time spent outdoors in general is an important factor to consider in assessing potential
contaminant exposure, as is time spent doing strenuous activities, recreational and otherwise,
that may involve increased inhalation rates. The Yakama also spend time handling natural
resources, such as animal hides and bone, plant fibers and dyes, to produce various items for

shelter, tools, clothing, and accessories, producing additional exposure potential.

3.2.5.1 Outdoor and Recreational Activities

Time spent outdoors in general provides a good indication of potential exposure to contaminated
air and soil/dust, particularly time spent doing strenuous activities, during which time inhalation
rates are higher than normal resting rates. Based upon maximum respondent data, time spent
outdoors (for both work and recreation) ranged from half an hour to 7 hours per day; with an
average of approximately 4 hours. Although the extent of time doing strenuous activities varied
greatly and according to age, an average of about half of an individual’s time spent outdoors was
spent being involved in active or strenuous activities (e.g., dancing, running); other recreational

activities noted were breaking horses, biking, hiking, and sports.

3.2.5.2 Natural Materials Production

Respondents described a variety of materials that they and other Yakama members make from
natural resources. The time spent handling plant materials, for example, creates potential
exposures from dermal contact with contaminated soil and inadvertent ingestion. Plant material
is used for shelter, such as bulrush used to make tule mats for longhouses. Bags and baskets are
made from cedar, Indian hemp, corn husks, bear grass, and and/or berries (for dye). Preparation
time, and thus exposure time, was reported up to approximately 21 days (assuming 8 hours per
day) to complete one item. Water-tight baskets are made from weaving cedar, which is often
pulled taut with ones teeth. Strong, durable string made from Indian hemp is also used to make

fish nets, tied together using cedar and willow.

Other items made from plant resources include: bowls made from hollowed out oak tree roots;

cooking pottery made from plant roots; woven hats made from hemp string and corn husks; and

Scenario Text_Final-DOE_070904.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page 25

paints made from saprophytic shelf fungus that grow on dying trees. Historically, gorge hooks
and three-pronged spears used for harvesting fish were made of hard wood, tied with braided
hemp set lines (Relander, 1986). Many of these traditional Yakama materials continue to be

made today.

Many items are also made from animal resources, particularly cured/tanned hide. Respondents
described the use of deer and elk hide to make drums (for religious services) and suitcases, each
of which may take 5 days to produce. Hide is also often used to make moccasins for men,
women, and children (10 days to produce, depending on the degree of bead work added), and
leggings (or chaps), birch cloth, and vests for men (total of 33 days to produce). Men wear these
items along with a shirt, necklace, and blanket during traditional services, while women wear a
wing dress, necklace, hair ties, and a blanket, Jewelry and other accessories are crafted by the
Yakama from animal teeth and rocks/minerals. Tools, such as the digging sticks used for

gathering roots, are made from deer and elk antlers and bone.

Yakama members work with all of the materials just described; some make these items on a
regular basis. Consequently, one individual may be exposed to contaminants by handling a
variety of plant and animal products throughout their lives. Although these preparation times are
not converted to actual exposure quantities (e.g., soil ingestion rate) in this report, it is important

to consider these exposure pathways qualitatively in risk assessment.

3.2.6  Cultural Activities

The Yakama participate in various cultural activities that are unique and important to their
lifestyle and to maintain a connection to their ancestral past, including sweating, feasting, and
participating in other cultural activities. As shown in the conceptual site model, these activities
create potential exposure pathways via inhalation of water vapors and soil/dust, dermal contact

with water and soils, and ingestion of water, soils, fish, meat, and plants.

3.2.6.1 Sweathouse Use

Use of a sweathouse for physical and spiritual cleansing is an important activity of the Yakama,

practiced historically using mobile structures and continuing today with more permanent
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structures, which are generally used on a daily basis. Respondents noted the use of willow
branches to construct the sweathouse frame, which not only provides the structure, but also
releases its medicinal component during the steaming process. Fir boughs and blankets and

other materials complete the construction.

A fire is made outside of the sweathouse (avoiding processed wood or orchard wood that may be
contaminated with organic compounds) to heat rocks, which are then used inside the sweathouse
to create heat and steam within the confinement of the enclosure. Only porous rocks are used,
which may be collected from the Columbia River, to avoid heat-induced explosions. Water is
poured over the rocks to create water vapor inside the sweathouse and is used to rinse and re-
hydrate outside. The source of water is either surface water (river) or ground water (springs,
wells, tap water, etc.). Sweathouses were historically situated near a water source (e.g.,
alongside a river or, at higher elevations, near ground water springs). Rattlesnake Ridge, for
example, which is a unique and sacred area on the Hanford Site, has over 100 different springs

that could be useful for situating sweathouses.

Based upon interview data, respondents spend varying amounts of time inside of the sweathouse.
Maximum time spent inside the confinement sweating ranged from a total of only 90 minutes per
year for those individuals who sweat infrequently (e.g., once or twice per year) or for little
duration (e.g., no more than 15 minutes per event), to as much as 7 hours per day for those
individuals who sweat at least daily or for several hours per event; the average was 5 hours per
week inside the sweathouse. Sweathouse use also increases the general water consumption rate

in order to replenish water loss during sweating.

3.2.6.2 Celebrations and Ceremonies

The Yakama participate in many different cultural activities, some religious in nature, others
strictly festive or recreational. Celebrations include holidays, such as the Indian New Year that
is celebrated each year during the winter solstice over a period of two days, as well as other
federally-recognized holidays. A very common celebration is the pow-wow that generally
occurs multiple times per year (respondents participated an average of approximately 72 hours

per year). Treaty day occurs every year on June 9 in celebration of the signing of the Treaty of

Scenario Text Final-DOE_070904.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page 27

1855 between the U.S. government and the Yakama Nation. Other celebrations include rodeos,

tournaments, and trade fairs, each of which may last up to three days.

The Yakama also participate in several types of ceremonies. A burial is a very important 3-day
ceremony that occurs whenever there is a death, when the body is lowered into the ground, and
is attended by friends, family, and anyone paying respects to the deceased. There are at least
five Indian cemeteries identified alongside the Columbia River at the Hanford Site, which, some
fear, will be disturbed in future investigations and remediation activities. One year following the
burial, a memorial is held for one day to remember the deceased and end the mourning period for
family members. Ceremonies are also held to recognize one’s “first hunt” and traditional “name
giving,” which are held in honor of an individual’s first hunting kill and in honor of officially
passing on an Indian name to an individual, respectively. Currently, to accommodate modern
work schedules, these events are generally held for a full day on Saturdays. Other less common
ceremonies include a medicine dance, which is conducted by a group of people to help heal a
sick individual; a war dance, borrowed from more war-like tribes further east; a smoke dance;

and a canoe ceremony (practiced with seafaring tribes on the Pacific coast).

The primary cultural activity is religious services and feasts, centered around the longhouse (and,
in more recent times, churches), involving prayer, feasting, singing and dancing. Drums are used
during ceremonies, the beat of which is considered the heartbeat of the earth and the heartbeat of
the children. Religious ceremonies include the traditional Washat services held on Sundays.

The Washat services involve prayer, singing, dancing (often on dirt floors), and feasting.
Community gathering places include (alphabetically): Celilo longhouse, Priest Rapids
(Wanapum) longhouse, Satus longhouse, Satus Shaker church, Shaker church (of 1910), Shaker
church (Independent, of White Swan), Toppenish church, Toppenish community center,
Toppenish Creek longhouse (of White Swan), Toppenish longhouse, Wapato longhouse, and the
White Swan Community Center. Members also gather at several shorthouses in the area as well

as members’ homes.

“First food” feasts are extremely important ceremonies conducted several times per year to
celebrate a food that has made itself available to sustain the Yakama people for another year,

such as the first salmon caught swimming up river, the first celery to sprout from the ground, or
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the first berries to form on the bush. These important foods, in addition to being formally
recognized during “first food” feasts, are also eaten during weekly Washat services, and include
salmon, deer or elk meat, and a variety of roots and berries, which are each introduced in the
service in that specific order. Feasts also include other food items, such as fry bread.
Historically, Yakamas spent one week before and after the winter solstice feasting at Columbia

Point longhouse where the Columbia and Yakima Rivers converge.

Important geographical locations for the Yakama include Signal Peak on the western heights of
Toppenish Ridge and Satus Peak. Historically, when tribesmen gathered together for a full week
each July in Toppenish, the tribesmen held council, danced, and played stick and bone games.
Traditional customs and beliefs, strictly upheld by the Yakama, have been passed on through
oral tradition through the generations for thousands of years (Relander, 1986). Rattlesnake
Ridge, which is currently part of the Hanford Site, is a very sacred site for the Yakama,
providing a wealth of plants to gather for food and medicine, and historically a vision site for

children to find their “gift.”

3.3  Yakama Exposure Parameters

Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6 provide published exposure factors for the air pathway, soil / sediment
pathway, surface / ground water pathway, and biota pathway, as compiled from the literature,
primarily Native American research studies as well as EPA guidance and DOE documents.
These tables also include maximum values for the Yakama Nation identified from the interview
process, presented in the previous section. Reasonable maximum exposure parameters for the
Yakama Nation, developed using results of the ethnographic interviews from this study and
published values, are provided in these tables. The proposed exposure values are summarized in

Table 7.

3.3.1 Air Pathway

Table 3 lists exposure parameters for the air pathway. Although air inhalation rates are based
upon physiology, and generally do not differ among culturally unique populations, a maximum

inhalation rate for the Yakama Nation was estimated using EPA’s average activity level rates.
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Since interview data for this study only included time spent outdoors (light to moderate activity)
and time involved in strenuous activity, the rate was calculated by adding the following:
maximum time spent outdoors (7 hours per day [hr/d]) multiplied by the EPA average outdoor
worker inhalation rate (1.3 cubic meters per hour [m’/hr], which falls between the range of light
and moderate activity levels), added to the maximum time spent doing strenuous activities (7
hr/d) multiplied by the EPA average rate for heavy activity (3.2 m’/hr), added to an assumed
sleeping/resting rate for the remaining hours in a day (10 hr/d * 0.4 m*/hr). The sum of all
activities at average inhalation rates results in a maximum daily rate of 35 m*/d (assumed for 365
d/yr). This rate cannot likely be maintained for a lifetime of 70 years of exposure.
Consequently, the next highest value reported for strenuous activities, 4 hr/d, was used as a more
realistically sustainable rate (multiplied by 3.2 m*/hr), resulting in a total rate of 26 m>/d. This
value, which is physiologically plausible for an active lifestyle, is proposed for the Yakama adult
inhalation rate. Since no Yakama-specific child data are available, the average inhalation rate
(moderate activity) of young U.S. children (age 3 to 5.9 years) of 16 m’/d is proposed for the
Yakama child scenario (Table 7). General exposure factors associated with all pathways are

described in Section 3.3.8.

3.3.2  Soil / Sediment Pathway

Table 4 lists exposure parameters for the soil / sediment pathway. The inhalation rate for soil is
assumed to be the same as the general inhalation rate calculated in Section 3.3.1, particularly
since that rate was calculated based upon time spent outdoors and time involved in strenuous
activities, which generally involves exposure to suspended dust particulates. Consequently, the
rate for soil/dust inhalation proposed for Yakama adults and children (<6 years) is 26 m’/d and

16 m*/d, respectively.

Although data were not collected to estimate Yakama soil ingestion rates in this survey, several

lifestyle factors should be noted regarding potential exposure to soil:

e The Yakama Nation traditional subsistence lifestyle involves many hours spent outdoors

to fish, hunt, gather, and attend cultural events.
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e  Weekly Washat services held in longhouses usually involve dancing on a dirt floor,

creating dust suspension and inhalation.

e Interview respondents spend a maximum of 7 hr/d outdoors.

Based upon these high exposure activities, the upper percentile of soil ingestion rates (calculated
from other studies) are appropriate for the Yakama lifestyle. The soil ingestion rates proposed
for Yakama adults is 200 mg/d and for children is 400 mg/d (Table 7). General exposure factors

associated with all pathways are described in Section 3.3.8.

3.3.3  Surface Water / Ground Water Pathway

Table 5 lists exposure parameters for the water pathway. Similar to the general inhalation rate
calculated in Section 3.3.1, the inhalation rate for water vapor was calculated using EPA
recommended activity level rates. The maximum time spent inside a sweathouse (7 hr/d) was
multiplied by the EPA average moderate activity inhalation rate (1.6 m’/hr), which was added to
the EPA recommended upper range of bathing times (15 min/d * 1.6 m’/hr) to account for other

water vapor exposures.

The sum of all activities at average inhalation rates results in an RME daily rate of
approximately 12 m’/d. This value does not take into account, however, water vapor potentially
inhaled during all other uses of warm and hot water (e.g., hand washing dishes, clothes, etc.); nor
does it consider increased breathing rates that occur during sweating. Consequently, the general
air inhalation rate of 26 m*/d and 16 m’/d for adults and children, respectively (discussed in

Section 3.3.1), are proposed for the Yakama water vapor inhalation rate.

The maximum water ingestion rate for all adult Yakama respondents interviewed for this study
of 3 L/d (discussed in Section 3.2.4.1) falls within the range of published water ingestion values
listed in Table 5. The minimum value listed is 1.4 L/d used by DOE to estimate dose with the
RESRAD (RESidual RADiation) modeling program (ITRC, 2002). The maximum value listed
is 4 L/d developed for the CTUIR, which accounts for an additional liter per day due to
sweathouse use (Harris, 2004). Although respondents for this study were not asked directly
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about additional water consumption during sweathouse use, follow up discussions with ERWM
confirmed that additional water (up to 1 L) is consumed during sweathouse use. Consequently, a
rate of 4 L/d is a more accurate adult Yakama water ingestion rate. The maximum child water
ingestion rate reviewed of 2 L/d (Table 5) is proposed for the drinking water ingestion rate for
Yakama children (< 6 years); and assumes that children may ingest approximately 50% of adults

(Table 7). General exposure factors associated with all pathways are described in Section 3.3.8.

3.3.4  Biota Pathway - Fish

Table 6 lists exposure parameters for the fish ingestion pathway. The maximum consumption
value for fish (and shellfish) for all adult Yakama respondents interviewed for this study was 451
g/d (discussed in Section 3.2.1). This value falls within the range of published literature values
reviewed for this study. The minimum value listed is 170 g/d, which is the 95" percentile for
Native American subsistence populations calculated by the Columbia River Inter-Tribal Fish
Commission (CRITFC) and used by the EPA in the Exposure Factors Handbook (CRITFC,
1994; EPA, 1999). The maximum value listed is 1,060 g/d, which is the “high fish diet”
ingestion rate (including shellfish) developed for the Spokane Tribe (Harper et al., 2002) and
comparable to the rate developed by Walker in 1985 that was based upon a pre-dam estimate for
Columbia River Plateau Tribes (Harris, 2004).

The Yakama rate of 451 g/d may be an under-estimation of the RME for Yakama fish

consumption for the following reasons:

® Many of the respondents were elders (nearly half were aged 60 years and older), who eat
less in general, including less fish because they can no longer fish themselves and depend

on friends and family for provisions.
* Many respondents appeared to under-estimate serving size.

 There are sub-sets of the Yakama population who depend more heavily on fish

consumption than others, who may not have been reflected in the limited sample set.

e Current rates likely reflect suppressed rates that do not represent a subsistence lifestyle.
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Consequently, other published values were considered more closely. In EPA’s report, Estimated
Per Capita Fish Consumption in the United States (EPA, 2002b), “fish consumers™ were
evaluated separately from the rest of the population. The 99" percentile of 519 g/d for adults and
363 g/d for children (< 6 years) estimated by EPA for fish consumers (of all fish, uncooked) are
proposed as more accurate Yakama adult and child fish consumption rates, respectively (Table

7). General exposure factors associated with all pathways are described in Section 3.3.8.

3.3.5 Biota Pathway - Meat

Table 6 lists exposure parameters for the meat ingestion pathway. The maximum consumption
value for meat (hunted and domestic) for all adult Yakama respondents interviewed for this
study was 704 g/d (discussed in Section 3.2.2). This value falls within the range of published
literature values reviewed for this study. The minimum value listed is 125 g/d developed for the
CTUIR, which does not include domestic beef (Harris, 2004), and the maximum value is 935 g/d
developed for the Spokane Tribe (Harper et al., 2002). Until additional Yakama-specific meat
consumption information can be collected, the respondent data provide in this study is relied

upon to develop a Yakama meat consumption value.

The meat ingestion rate of 704 g/d is summarized in Table 7. The only child rate reviewed of
212 g/d, used by the Washington State Department of Health (DOH, 2003), is proposed for the
Yakama child meat ingestion rate. General exposure factors associated with all pathways are

described in Section 3.3.8.

3.3.6  Biota Pathway - Plants

Table 6 lists exposure parameters for the plant ingestion pathway. The maximum plant
consumption rate for all roots, berries, stalks and leaves of gathered wild and garden plants for
all adult Yakama respondents was 1,208 g/d (discussed in Section 3.2.3). When the plant
consumption data are separated into vegetables (including roots) and fruits (including berries),
the maximum values are 1,118 g/d and 299 g/d, respectively (maximums representing different

individuals).

Scenario Text_Final-DOE_070904.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page 33

The vegetable consumption value falls within the range of published literature values reviewed
for this study. The minimum value listed is 7.4 g/d used by DOE to estimate dose with the
RESRAD modeling program (ITRC, 2002), and the maximum value is 1,600 g/d developed for
the Spokane Tribe (Harper et al., 2002). The fruit consumption value also falls within the range
of published values reviewed. The minimum value listed is 125 g/d developed for the CTUIR
(Harris, 2004), and the maximum is the EPA rate of 868 g/d, which is the 95® percentile for the
general population (EPA, 1999). Until additional Yakama-specific plant consumption
information can be collected, the respondent data provide in this study is relied upon to develop

a Yakama plant consumption value.

The vegetable and fruit ingestion rates of 1,118 g/d and 299 g/d, respectively, are summarized in
Table 7. The only child rates reviewed of 187 g/d and 127 g/d, used by the Washington State
Department of Health (DOH, 2003), are proposed for the Yakama child vegetable and fruit
ingestion rates, respectively. General exposure factors associated with all pathways are

described in Section 3.3.8.

3.3.7 Biota Pathway - Milk

Table 6 lists exposure parameters for the milk ingestion pathway. The maximum ingestion rate
for milk for all adult Yakama respondents interviewed for this study was 1.2 L/d (discussed in
Section 3.2.4.1). This value falls within the range of published literature values reviewed for this
study. The minimum value listed is 0.49 L/d developed for by Harris and Harper (1997), and the
maximum value is the EPA rate of 2.2 L/d, which is the 95" percentile for the general population
(EPA, 1999). Until additional Yakama-specific milk ingestion information can be collected, the

respondent data provide in this study is relied upon to develop a Yakama ingestion value.

The milk ingestion rate of 1.2 L/d proposed for Yakama adults is summarized in Table 7. The
only child milk ingestion rate reviewed for this study of 0.5 L/d (Harper et al., 2002) is proposed
for the Yakama child rate. General exposure factors associated with all pathways are described

in Section 3.3.8.
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3.3.8  Other Exposure Factors

Since the maximally exposed Yakama individual is a subsistence fisher-hunter-gatherer living on
the Hanford site year round, the maximum exposure frequency proposed for the adult Yakama is

365 days per year.

The exposure duration constitutes an entire lifetime. Although detailed demographic data are not
available for the entire Yakama Nation population, nearly half of the respondents were elders
(age 60 years and older) and many of these were older than 70 years. EPA’s life expectancy for
the general U.S. population (projected for 2010) is 78 years. Based upon this information, the
adult exposure duration would be 72 years (78 life time minus 6 childhood years); however, the
default value of 70 years is adequate as an average lifetime for risk calculations. For children,

the exposure lifetime is considered 6 years.

The maximum weight of the respondents was much greater than the U.S. general population
adult default value of 70 kg; however, without further demographic information about all
members of the Yakama Nation, the average adult body weight of 70 kg should be used as
default. Similarly, the default value of 16 kg is proposed for children.

3.4  Exposure Scenario Summary

This exposure scenario for Yakama members is a subsistence fisher-hunter-gatherer scenario for
an individual living on the site, conducting daily and seasonal activities on the entire site and
surrounding areas, eating local fish and wildlife, drinking local ground water and surface water,
breathing local air, and using all usual and accustomed places year round. Dietary habits, natural
resource use, and exposure to potentially contaminated media and biota should be considered for
the Yakama Nation, which differs from the general population. A safe and healthy subsistence
lifestyle should remain an option for the Yakama in their ancestral lands. Potential contaminant
exposure from such a lifestyle is expected to be considered when calculating allowable dose and
estimating risk from radionuclide and hazardous chemical contaminants from Hanford Site

releases.
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This exposure scenario provides a compilation of general information about the Yakama Nation
traditional and subsistence lifestyle, including cultural practices that intimately connect this
Native American population to regional natural resources. It is not, however, all inclusive.
Other aspects of the Yakama lifestyle remain to be researched and addressed, such as additional
dietary patterns (e.g., grain intake), rate of breast feeding, highly sensitive individuals, and

overall general health.

Although a limited sample group was interviewed for this study, these individuals provided
information representative of the general Yakama Nation population. These individuals
provided information not only about their own dietary and activity patterns, but also those of
their parents and children. Although specific daily activity patterns of children (age 0-6 years)
are not described here, they were found to participate in many of the same activities as the
adults; for example, families often bring their children on plant gathering expeditions about the
age of 5 years. Men and women may participate in slightly different daily and seasonal
activities, but the general exposure time to environmental media is likely to result in a

comparable exposure.

Although this report was divided into various exposure activities, members of the Yakama
Nation generally participate in all of the activities described in this scenario. The lifestyle is
considered active, with a lot of time spent outdoors. Fishing, hunting, and gathering remain an
important aspect of daily life, including the consumption and use of the resources that are
harvested and distributed. Items such as tools, shelter, clothing, and accessories continue to be
made by hand using raw plant and animal materials. Cultural practices, such as weekly religious
services, events to recognize achievement, and memorials for those passed away, are the
foundation of the cultural fabric of the nearly 10,000 members who comprise the Yakama

Nation.

The Hanford Site is situated within the ancestral lands of the Yakama Nation, members of which
spent winters on the site, then dispersed in other seasons to collect food from all areas and all
elevations. The Yakamas were restricted from entering the site, however, between 1943 and
1988, when the Hanford Site was an active plutonium production plant, and access remains

restricted during the cleanup process. There are areas of the Site, such as Rattlesnake Ridge and
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islands in the Columbia River, that are unique and sacred, produce important foods and
medicines, and which are revered and used for prayer. It is hoped that all areas will become

available as cleanup actions are successfully completed.

The Yakama Nation is determined to ensure that the Hanford Site is cleaned up, efficiently and
thoroughly, to protect and preserve the soils, waters, plants, fish and other animals of the area,
and the health of the people that depend upon, and have rights to, these natural resources now
and for future generations. The Yakama dependence on the consumption and use of natural
resources suggests that the Yakama represent a maximally exposed population, potential
contaminant exposures to whom should be evaluated during a comprehensive risk assessment of

the Hanford Site.
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40 RECOMMENDATIONS AND DATA NEEDS

This section provides recommendations for data use as well as additional data needs.

4.1 Data Use

It is expected that DOE will use this Yakama Nation exposure scenario and the lifeways
described herein to conduct Hanford Site risk assessment. Cumulative risk should be evaluated
for all exposure pathways, all contaminants, and all locations (including down wind and down
stream of the site boundaries) over an individual Yakama’s lifetime. High-level radioactive
waste, nuclear reactor facilities, chemical processing operations, contaminated groundwater,
polluted sediment, and plants and animals all pose risks to Yakama individuals. Consideration
of all sources, areas, and management activities together will provide a more holistic evaluation
of the Hanford Site than conducted thus far. The risk assessment should consider qualitative
information provided in this exposure scenario, which explains the extent to which the Yakama
depend upon the use of the soil and water, plants, fish and other animals, in addition to the

quantitative exposure parameters.

During DOE’s assessment, contaminant concentration terms should be used that spatially
represent the entire Hanford Site. It is vital that DOE use adequate concentration data to
evaluate potential risk, without parceling the site or dismissing usable data. Use of appropriate
concentration terms together with Yakama Nation exposure parameters and appropriate
toxicologic data will facilitate estimating cancer, non-cancer risk, and radiation exposure. These
calculations should evaluate the potential exposure to the Yakama Nation as a “receptor group”

and should be combined to obtain a cumulative exposure assessment.

Based upon an increased emphasis on the evaluation of chemical mixtures, aggregate exposures,
and cumulative risk assessments, it is recommended that DOE use the results of the exposure
assessment described in this report to quantify aggregate exposures. These aggregate exposures
should combine the exposure of an individual to a specific contaminant by various exposure
routes (e.g., summing exposure to an agent via ingestion of water and food, dermal contact, etc.).

It should also quantify cumulative risk, which combines the aggregate exposures of multiple
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chemical or physical agents (i.e., daily activity patterns combined to evaluate an entire lifetime);
and determine cleanup based on a holistic paradigm that evaluates the risk assessment combined
with an evaluation of community health and environmental restoration, which are intrinsically

linked (Arquette, et al., 2002; EPA, 2004b).

Ultimately, to protect the Yakama Nation, it is expected that DOE will thoroughly investigate
and characterize the Hanford Site, utilize available historical information and monitoring data,
and incorporate the information into a comprehensive risk assessment for the entire site.
Hazards identified during the risk assessment process should be addressed in the cleanup to

allow safe use of the Hanford Site and surrounding areas.

4.2 Data Needs

The following additional data needs are recommended for further study and to provide a
statistically robust data set to expand upon the Yakama Nation exposure scenario presented in

this report:
e Conduct additional interviews to allow a greater sample size.

e  Collect additional data regarding child-specific consumption rates, which are likely the

most sensitive receptor group.

e Collect additional historic, demographic, and nutritional health information on the entire

Yakama Nation population.

These data needs are recommended for future studies and do not discount the exposure scenario

presented in this report.

Actual site media and biota contaminant concentrations should be used for exposure point
values. For example, concentrations of radionuclide and hazardous chemicals measured in roots
and berries from the Hanford site should be used with RME ingestion rates to calculate risks
from this pathway. The Yakama Nation hopes to work closely with DOE, EPA, and other

stakeholders to ensure the scenario is applied appropriately to the risk assessment process and to
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ensure an adequate cleanup of the Hanford Site. Involvement of the Yakama Nation throughout
the risk assessment process is critical to ensuring issues are addressed and data are used

appropriately in the cleanup process.
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Figure 1. Yakama Nation Reservation and Ceded Lands
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Figure 3. Human Health Risk Assessment Flow Chart

Hazard Identification: Identify sources and determine
contaminant concentrations in media/biota

v

Exposure Assessment: Estimate amount of human
exposure to site contaminants (quantity inhaled,
absorbed, or ingested) using contaminant
concentrations and exposure scenario parameters

¥

Toxicity Assessment: Determine toxicity of
contaminants found in media/biota to which humans
are exposed

l l

A L Calculate cancer risk (incl.
Calculate non-cancer risk: determine if radionuclides): determine if exposure
exposure dose ex;%ds reference dose dose exceeds excess lifetime cancer
(R} risk (1x10°)

l l

Determine cleanup level to achieve "safe" exposure
dose that is protective of target human population

Source = ww.epa.govloswer!riskassessment/riskgsuperfund.htm

Figure 3_RA Flow Chart.xls
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Figure 4. Holistic View for Cleanup of Hanford Threats
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Figure 5. Yakama Nation Conceptual Site Model
for Hanford Site Contaminant Exposure

AIR
SURFACE WATER
SOIL
SEDIMENT
GROUNDWATER

Note: This figure represents a Yakama member conducting all of his or her daily and seasonal activities,
including fishing, hunting, gathering, sweating, celebrating, eating local resources, drinking local ground
water and surface water, and breathing local air, on the entire Hanford Site and surrounding areas.

Figure 5_YN CSM.doc
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Figure 6. Yakama Nation Historical Seasonal Activities

January

December February

Tools and basket-making,
Sweathouse use,
Ceremonial activities

November March

Large winter villages,
adequate food

Trading, Preparation
for winter

Hunting, fishing,
gathering

October April

Small mobile groups,
abundant food

Small mobile
groups, scarce food

Hunting, fishing,
gathering

September

Large summer camps,
very abundant food

August June

July

Figure 6_YN Seasonal Activities.doc
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Figure 7. Adult Fish Consumption (g/d)

450

400 Min: 3 g/d
Avg: 150 g/d
Max: 451 g/d
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250 Salmon species
' Other fish species

200

grams per day

150

100

50

1 2, 3 4 5 6 f4 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 18 20 21
Respondent#

Based on cooked fish; includes data on respondent and parents; if range was given, max was used

Figure 7_Fish Cons:xls
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Figure 8. Adult Meat Consumption (g/d)
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Avg: 245 g/d
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Based on cooked meat; includes data on respondent and parents; if range was given, max was used
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Figure 9. Adult Plant Consumption (g/d)
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Based on raw plants; includes data on respondent and parents; if range was given, max was used
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Figure 10. Adult Water and Milk Consumption (L/d)

Water
Min: <0.5 L/d
Avg: 1.4 L/d
Max: 3.0 L/d

Milk
Min: <0.01 L/id
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Respondent #

Includes data on respondents and parents; if range was given, max was used

14

15 16 17

Figure 10_Liquid Cons.xls




RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007

TABLES

Scenario Text_Final-DOE_070904.doc



RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 1. Yakama Nation Lifestyle Activity Matrix

Travel to hunting area, and

Travel to gathering areas, dig,

. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
tor Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page Lof 1

Make tools for hunling,

Gathar wood and ather

Gathar o aat, pray, sing,

actively fish, harvest, and carry |await, pursue, hunl, and carry  [out, harvest, and carry aut lincluding spears, baws and |Bathe and shower maleriels and construct  [and dance (including First
jout enimals plants amows sweathouse Feasl)
Eviscarate animal, skinfacrape [Wash, peel, and process plant m:‘ﬁ:?hut:ﬁ:z;\an Rest and sle Gather, haul, and chop  |Attend Washat and other
hide, debone/quarter carcass parts o nets poies, ) w» firewaod, end prepare fire [religious services
Separate plant roots, stalks,  |Make tools for gathering, Attend burials, memarials,
Cut meat and ramove organs  leaves, and beriss for food,  [including digging Work and play Gather rocks to heat in fire [firet hunt and naming
madicine, or malerials use implements (antlers, sticks) aramonias
Coak meat and arganis for stew, [Prepare plants by steaming,  |Weave baskets from plants Comp-in e looi Gather water for steam s hm:l;vmls
roast,and jerky boiling, frying, and raw for walar, food, and storage |“2™ o8 Land finsing {pon-wows, loumamanits,
Trealy Days, sic.)
Praserve meat by smoking, Preserve plants by dryingand | Grind sesds and other plant R Horial obvit SE"‘ n:::thluuu‘;aa!e Z‘M @Bdm P il
drying, freezing, and cenning  |grinding fo powder arts for food and medicines |22 onal activities - jsteam, tal, sing, a FEAN piinan
chant (historical)
[Tan hide and use antlersihones 4 Construct long house, sweal
o medizints. oa Extract dyes for materials uss
- Balsamroot
+ Dear 5
i E.T - Bitterroot  Willow
. Rabbit * Gray's desert parslay * Willow  WWatat * Fir boughs
. Otler " Gairdners yampeh Iockan hemp . Sol/ dust Pigond
. Rt * Indian celary « Cadar * Rosa bush
-+ Phaasant |+ Chokecherry - Water
. Duck  Blug elderberry - Rooks
- Huckleberry
Yzar round, depending on Mar - Nov, depending on Year round; primarily in
ispacies migration patiems species migration pattems species growth oycles winter 9070 [Yoar i e
Spring Chinaok selmoan eatan  |No female eliideer Jan to Jun Spring roots, summer plants, Baths 0.5 hrid; Sleep § Dstermined by food
|~March for First Feast (allowing for reproduction) Tall berries hrid availability and events
o Laleek (sacred Rattl
Cohbia e, Horord Foach |4 iy s Em“:’;;'“’ m}‘:w Fanesnate  utareas ol areas Near Columbia River Lok lsand - burial ste
[West side of Look Island - Gable Mountain and other 4 ;
salmon spawning aree upland areas Snively besin (cold creek) [Near upland springs
Beyond Hantord Reach, e.g E . 5 2
vakima River, previousky Cella "Open and unclaimad land Toppenish Mountain (Pojsal
| (Treaty) Butte)
Falls
“Usual and acoustamed® fishing “Open and unclaimed land"
ereas (Treaty) (Treaty)
Al (incl. Wanapum) Al All Al Al Al AN
Primarily males, some females [Primarlly males, some females Primarily females, some males Primariy females, some
. |Primerily adults, some youth  [Primariy adults, some youth  |Adults and youth Adults and youth
tel i rom sxeionat Il s o exrtonl Il s o veronof |1l oo erton of Il 8 o SXerion (- haje it rom avaran o |1le 8 Fom xrton o
fishing activites hunting activities gathering ectiviios kenle prapey of g Pt ih ctivtiee. [~ R Sox
Betivities activities motivities
Inhale soil from dust Inhale soil from dust  |Inhale soil fram dust Inhale sal from dust
Inhale soil from dust di ed i from Inhale soil.fror
exrh L’Lm ::mm !m"f‘:m’” :W s m:';::;ﬂm"d disturbed during materisle  |disturbed during fving  dsturbed during isturbed during oeremonicl
e preparation activities pattarn activities sweathouse use activities [cultural event activities
Dermally contact sail/ sediment {Dermally contsot soiidust Dermally contact sail during Dermaly contact sod during D"A oonail |umaly eurfm ) Dormalyrc::nhm sl iy
during hunting ectivtes pathering activties materials praparation during fiving pattem  |during uss cultural event
activities jactivites activities activiies
Ingest soil | sediment during  |Ingest soi during hunting Ingest soil during gathering fngest mpm:r: during Ingest soil during living |Ingest soil during 9 "l“m Al
activities jactivilies notitiss patism actvities sweathouse use activities activites
Inhale water vapars during Inhele walar vapors during Inhale water vapars dunng m:e : . vq";:“mg Inhale water during Inhale water vapors during ;::::x,{;:::: :vu:r:?
fishing activities hunting activities gathering activiies At living pattern activities |sweethouss use activities
Betivities Bctiviies
i Demally contact watsr Dermally contact water |Dermally oontact water  |Dermally contaot water
Darmally contact water duri Dermally contact water duri Dermally cantact watar d i o & 5 o
fishing activites o hunk;hlcﬁvm‘aa W gam:n:); aclhvilles " during matarials preparation |during living pattern  [during sweathouss use  |during ceremonial cullural
Bctivities |activities activities jevan! activities
rink watefduing fisking  |Drink waterduring hunling [ Drink water during gathering [Drink water during materias Drink watsr during iving | Orink water during ook Whiar ,":u'::fm )
activities aciivities Belivities preparation activiies pattern activities aweathouse use actvitiss activites =
Ingast adibls fish and sholfah |Ingest wild gams and wateriow [Ingsst plants collacted from '.m:::‘:nmm ;":’r:\’; ﬁ;”:::,?ﬂ::ul
arts colleoted from fishing oollected from hunting gathering patierm actvites edertacivisas
e 2 " - Discuss Discuss daily/ Discuss ceremonial / cultural
[ Discuss fishing sctivities Discuss hunting activities Discuss gathering activiies reriacaty Sctibee iving pattema Discuss sweathouse uss aotiviies
What materials dofwauld What are your living What sweathouss What ceremonies do/ would
fish?
What dofwauld you fish’ What dofwould you hunt? What dofwould you ather? vou make? o 2 dowould you use? you practics?
When dofwould you make  |When do/would you da |When dowould you use  |When dofwould you
When dofwould you fish? When dafwould you hunt? When dafwould you gather? ise matsrals? thase aoivities? ihe sweathouse? ractice?
Whare do/would you make  Where doMwauld you do |Where dowould you use  [Where dalwould you
Where do/would you fish? Whers dofwould you hunt? (Where dafwould you gather? hase materisie? lhesa activiios? ihe sweathouse? oractics’
How oftenvlong dofwould you  |How oftenvong dowould you How aftenlong dofwould you  |Haw often doiwould you How often do/would you [How oftan dofwould you  |How often dofwould you
sh? hunt? igather? imake these materials? da these activities? use the sweathouse? practica?

Tabls 1_Activity Matrar s
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Table 3 Air Pathway xls

Table 3. Exposure Parameters for Air Pathway

IEecw’(or 2 | Aduk | Chid | AdutChid | AdutChid | Aduk | Chid | Adut | Cchid
Units i ma | hd |y [ yr kg kg
[ative American Rates = i 1
TWRS, 1996 Rl R & | 20 | @& | M 6 70 16
Harris & Harper, 1897 20 . 2 365 70 E 70 Vil
CRCIA, 1998 30 . 24 365 70 e 70 *
Harper et al., 2002 30 - - - - - - -
DOH, 2003 | @b 15 % 365 - - 70 T
| Hamis, 2000 = W= e o pi ]l ot s} i
U.S. Residential Rates W= o ] ™ s s = | il e i
EPA, 1999 and 2002 3 16 . 365 78° - 72¢ -
DOE (RESRAD) 20 : : : 30 < s -
Statistics
| Min ] 15 % 365 30 6 70 16
Max T Y I 78 N e 1S DL
Yakama Nation
YYakama Max* 26" nla 24 365 75 nla 145 n/a
Yakama Proposed 26 16 24 365 70 3 10 16
Notes

‘Yakmmmasu‘nnmmoeumIanhnarabassdnndmnwdadbymmﬁunmepmmmnusmw.

4. Rate is maan for outroor workers of 1.3 mh, recommended by EPA.
D‘RmalsbuodmmaxirmmnmespuntolmootsxEPAmqspnmmmmhujahnnrda.mhmzm-ru‘ghes!Whedningskanmusacﬂ\ﬁbemEPﬁmheaqu\Mmm_
added to the assumed sissping/resting rate for remaining 10 hours of day (max vahues for all indviduals), [7 hrid* 1.3 m ) + (4 hrid * 3.2 1) + (16 heid * 0.4 m*fhr).

©. Expr duration is lile Y Proj general U.S. ion in 2010,

d. Body weight is average of general U.S. population.

va = not available (nol enough information to calculate).

References.
TWRS, 1996 = Tank Waste ion System Envi ial Impact (cHted in DOH, 2003),
Herrs & Harper, 1997 = A Native American Scanario. Risk Analysis, 1716) 789795 (aiso clted in DOH, 2003).
CRCIA, 1938 = Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment, DOE/RL-95-16 (cited in DOH, 2003).
Harper et al,, 2002 = The Spokane Tribe's Multipathway Subsistence Exposure Scenario and Screaning level RME. Risk Analysis, 22(3) 513-526.
DOH, 2003 = Radiological Risk Assassmant (Appendix I1) for Final Enviranmental Impact Stalement. Washington Department of Health (www.scy.wa. p findex himi)
Harris, 2004 = Exposura Scenario for CTUIR Traditional Subsistence Lifeways, Conlederated Tribe of the Umatilla Indian Resarvation.
EPA, 1899 = Environmental Prolsction Agency, Exposure Faclors Handbook, EPA%0/C-99/001 (mean values for U.S. population).
EPA, 2002 = Environmental Proeetion Agency, Child-Specific Expasure Factors Handbook, EPABO0/P-00/0022 {average moderate activily [playing] inhalationrate for LS. children <5 yrs).
DOE (RESRAD) = U.S. Department of Energy. RESidual RADiation dase modeling system, inpul parameters (cited in [TRC, 2002),
ITRC, 2002 = Technical and Regulatory Dacument, Detemmining Cleanup Goals at Radioactively Cantaminaled Sites: Case Studies. The Interstale Tachnology and Regulatory Council

Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page 1 of |



RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 4_Soil Pathwayxhs

Table 4. Exposure Parameters for Soil | Sediment Pathway

Adult/Child
hild
[Native American Rates
TWRS, 199 30 15 200 200 2% 365 54 6 70 16
| Hamis & Harper, 1987 o ) s 200 200 T n = 1 10 I
| cromfess | w  f - ] 200 200 | W | - 70 -
Wameretal2002 | w | - | a0 | - | i T = ] : o
| DO, 2003 - = 200 200 % 65 | g = 0 | 16
Harris, 2004 30 - 400 400 = 365 70 - c =
U.S. Residential Rates .
EPA, 1999 and 2002 " 16 50 400° - 180 78° . 72° =
DOE (RESRAD) 20 - 100 = - - 30 - . E
Statistics il | TSpn A | RN AR | IE=— | i [ -
Min [ 2 15 50 200 2% 180 20 6 70 16
Max 30 16 400 400 % 365 78 6 72 16
Yakama Nation
‘Yakama Max* 26° nia nia nia 24 365 75 nla 145 nia
Yakama Proposed 26 16 200 400 24 365 70 § 70 16
Notes
* Yakama maximum exposur faclors are basad on dal ided by interview respondents from this study.

b. Rale is based on maximum time spant outroors x EPA average populati lnhnlalimrata,oddndbIm'md*ﬁgulnmm«mummmnschwmePAmhwwmlynhnhﬁmme,

added to the assumed sleeping/resting rale for remaining 10 hours of day (max values for all indviduals) (7hrid* 1.3 m%hr) + (4 hrid * 3.2 mthr) + (10 hrid * 0.4 m'A),
b, Child sail ingestion rate is upper percentie of EPA recommanded values for children (<6 yrs).
¢, Exposure duration is lite expectancy projected for general U.S. population in 2010,
d. Body weight is average of general U.S, pepulation.
n/a = not available (not enough information to calculate),

References
TWRS, 1996 = Tank Wasie Remediation System Environmental Impact Statement (cited in DOH, 2003).
Harris & Harper, 1397 = A Native American Scenario, Risk Analysis, 17(6)789-795 (also cited in DOH, 2003).
GRGIA, 1998 = Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessmant, DOE/RL-96-16 (cited in DOH, 2003),
Harper el &L, 2002 = The Spakane Tribe's Mulipatiway Subsistenca Exposure Scenario and Scresning level RME. Risk Analysis, 22(3)/513-526.
DOH, 2003 = Radiological Risk Assessment {Appendix |f) for Final E Impact ington Department of Health | o plindex. htmi).
Harris, 2004 = Exposura Scenario for CTUIR Traditional Lifeways. Ci Tribe of the Umatilla Indian Resarvation.
EPA, 1999 = Environmental Protection Agency, Exposure Factars Handbook, EPABDO/C-93/001 (mean values for U.S. population).
EPA, 2002 = Enwiranmental Protection Agency, Chi-Specifc Exposure Factors Handbook, EPA00/P-0D0028 [averaga moderale aciviy [laying] inhalation ate for U.S, chidren <6 yrs).
DOE (RESRAD) = U.S. Depariment of Energy. RESidual RADiation dose modeling systam, input paramelers (cited in ITRC, 2002),
ITRC, 2002 = Tachnical and Regulatory Document, Datermining Cleanup Goals at Radicactively Contaminated Sites: Case Studies. The Interstate Technology and Regulatory Council.
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Table 5 Water Paihwaycy

Table 5. Exposure Parameters for Surface Water | Ground

i I i3

.

Water Pathway

breviation
Ra;ep&or_
Units
Native American Rates
TWRS, 1996 30 15 3 1.5 1 365 B4 6 70 16
Haris & Harper, 1987 13 - 3 - 1 365 - - 70 oSl
" CRCIA, 1988 T T R T e ) : = I el
"~ Harperetal, 2002 W I 8 . o e o &
~ DOH,2008 = ~ R T R = - - 70 16
Harris, 2004 30 - 4 - 1 365 64 6 70 -
U.S. Residential Rates
EPA, 1999 and 2002 = 16 23" 1 - 365 78 . 72 =
DOE (RESRAD) 20 - 14 - - - 30 - - -
Statistcs i =
M — I 0 T T I T M5 | T o DIEY | T 16 |
Max 30 16 4 2 1 365 78 6 72 16
Yakama Nation
Yakama Max* 12° n/a 3 nla 7 365 75 nla 145 n/a J
Yakama Proposed %" 16 4 2 7 365 70 6 70 16

Notes

* Yakama maximum exposure factors are based on data provided by interview respondants from this study,
** See Tables 3 and 4 [Yakama max inhalation ate caloulation)

a. Rale Is based on maximum time spant in sweathouse x FPA
b. Rale is 30t percantile of genaral adult U.S, population.
¢. Rate is approx. 5th percantile of general .S, population of children (<4 yrs),

. Exposure duration is life expsetancy projected for general U5, population in 2010,

©. Body weight s average of general U,5. population (EPA, 1998},

n/a = not avallable {not enough information to calculate).

References

TWRS, 1596 = Tank Wasle Remediation System Er P
Haris & Harper, 1997 = A Native American Scenario, Risk Analysis, 17(6).789-735

(clted in DOH, 2003).
{also cited in DOH, 2003},

CRCIA, 1898 = Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment, DOERL-98-16 {cited in DOH, 2003).
Harper et al., 2002 = The Spokane Tribe's Multipathway Subsistence Exposure Scenario and Screaning level RME. Risk Analysis, 22(3):513-526,

DOH, 2003 = Radiological Risk Assassment {Appendix Il for Final Enviranmantal Impact Stalsment. Was

Haris, 2004 = Exposure Scenario for CTUIR Traditional Subsistance Lifeways, Confederated Tribe of the Umatila Indian Reservation,
EPA, 1999 = Environmental Protection Agency, Exposure Factors Handbook, EPA/B00/C-89/001 {mean values for U.S, population).

EPA, 2002 = Environmental Protection Agency, Child-Specific Exposure Factors Handbook, EPAB00/P-00/0028

DOE {RESRAD} = U.S. Department of Energy, RESicual RADiation dose modeling system, input parameters (cited in ITRC, 2002),

ITRC, 2002 = Technical and Regulatory Document, Detarmining Cleanup Goals at Radioactively Contaminated Sites: Case Studias. The

{mean moderate activily rate for U.S, children <6 ¥rs).

average moderale activity inhalation rate, phus EPA recommendad bathing time x same inhalation rate; (7 hrid* 1.6 m *ihn)

hington Departmant of Health (wiww_ecy. wa.goviprograms wp/dndex. himl).

Interstala Technology and Regulatory Council,

+ {15 min/d *1.6 m’Me); other water vapor exposures not cansidered
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Table 6. Exposure Parameters for Biota Pathway

el e i ‘{z;s;;{ -~ Me Y
" ingestion___ I
IR IR IR
| Adut | chid | Adit |
g/d g/d gld
F!Tlﬁwnmarimm
_ Hewes, 1973 e ) s ) s b= ] 5 -l || = s f. = =S| | SN SRS I s -
Walker, 1985 1,000 = . g 5 : - - ' 5 " . I Ex il s =i
CRITFC, 1994 (99th %) 389 2 @ . B = . - . = 5 . : = z
| Toyetal, 1996 (95th %ike) 17 = s = = S =i | A S| (IR : s k=t (Bt S - g 2 -
TWRS, 193 - - 31’ - 330 = 330 . 0.6 P 365 70 6 70 16
Harris & Harper, 1997 540° - 275 - 343 2 21 . 0.49 = 365 70 - 70 =
B I (T T A — i T (T (e _ 80 | - I G (i | (M e 0 .
Suguamish, 2000 (95th %ile) 798 E - - = f - - - - - - . = = =
Harper et al., 2002 1,060° - 935° - 1,600° - - - - 0.5 - = . 5 =
ooy - ] = 1 = | o | 96 | o | s | W | W L - L = f = = no | 18
[ hemsow | ew | - ] e L - ] WO} ° 125 = (I S [T i e i e
U.S. Residential Rates i
e | e [ - | o | - 1 W L - | 86 I B I . | W ] =
T eea 0z pommie) | 18 | 3} -} Pl | IO | (st = o & T o mee el I Gee o B
DOE (RESRAD) = = 5 = 74 - 301 - . > = . < ’ -
Statistics
MR ) [T = | ms e N A Wy AR ) oy tor [l doaag ) s N o Gl o s L§ 1 16
Max 1,060 . 935 212 1,600 187 858 127 2.2 0.5 365 8 6 (T
'Yakama Nation
YakamaMac | 41 | na ] ok | omm ] AfE wa | 299 | w2 | o ) 88 ] 8 na | 145 nfa
Yakama Proposed™ 519 363 704 212 1,113 187 299 127 12 ox | cms_ 1 | & 0 6 |
Notes References
+ All rates represent general U.S. population except the fish rate (see footnots c). Hewss, 1973 = Indian Fisheries Productivty in Pre-Cortact Times in the Pacifi Saimon Area (saiman only consumption rate)
+ Fish consumption rates represant fish and shellfish (uncooked) of the general U.S. population of aduit & child (<6 yrs) “fish consumers™ only. Walker, 1985 = Pre-dam estimate for Columbia Platesu Tribes (ciled in Harris, 2004).
‘Yammmmwmmmmhmdw provided by interview from this study. CRITFC_H!I=Cd\mthivafhm-TrtﬂF‘-thnmAFl'hColmvﬁoﬂ&unqdlhﬂUMhN&tPurm_Yam.&WmnSnnnusTrbu,
"SuTmhIhrmﬂwmhbeNﬂdwewMMYlmeprwmodwrnmnmm of the Columbia River Basin (35th percentile of fish
a.Rminmmm\nm,MMIm Toynﬂl,1993=AFlshDnrmnptiﬂnSulkullhuﬂ.ﬂpmdNHHMMTMOIWM!SMR&QM(MMM,NN)‘
D‘Ruhhm'mmwwlmmhlm+nmhh=175@&]. rwnams=kamnummumsfahm€mmmu|w3mm(mmumzml
. Rale is 35th Mhmmﬁmmwm (from CRITFC, 1994) Harris & Harper, 1997 = A Native American Scenario. Risk Analysis, 1?[5}:7W95(uhodMnDOH, 2003).
d. Includes organ meals at 10x meat concentration, but consumed at 0,1 frequency of meat (organs, eggs). CRCIA, 1998 = Columbia River wmmlmmmmaﬁ-m (cited in DOH, 2003).
e.Ruhmdldﬂh‘ﬁgﬂm,nnﬂlm.uﬂbdhrﬂm*'wd=50ﬂ!).hlldoﬂnﬂlindhdﬁbw. Suqmm,m=FﬂhCmmlmnSulwyn{ImSuq-viﬂ’\lnd\nnﬁ?oenllhMWIMMRMM,MS&MMMIMhHm,MA]
I‘mtﬁmewwﬂmﬂon,mm“@ldmm I'hmerutd..ZOOQ=Tha&mTM&msmimnwwmmmMRﬁmAm,220}:513-625‘
g,VugeMaindudeauammdIID%MW.AD%W.MMGMMMHMMIM‘Wﬁbdm-wurdl DOH, 2003 =R jical Risk (Appendix |l} for Final E 'Imanlsmml.wmmmummﬂmmdmm.ocy‘nuwmmmﬁm,hhnn‘
nvmmmmmu(mmwm(mm. Mh,m=Ewn5mmio'orﬂTUlRTndiﬁmdMMM‘WMTMQ{NUMIMRMMM,
i. Yakama vegetable = 1/2 of garden plants {assu qual rabio veg/fruit)+ and roots {of gatt lants). EPﬁ,1NEWMMMW.EWFMHHMM.EPMMMM|{mnvmh(U.S.pq:Moﬂl.
. Yakama fruit = 172 of garden plants {sssuma equal rafio veg/iruit) +barries [of gathered plants). EPA, 2002 = Environmental Pratection Agency, Estimaled Par Capita Fish Cansumption in the Unilad Stales (99% for LS. population).
k, Exposurs duration is Ife projected for ganeral U5, population in 2010. DOE (RESRAD) = U8, Departmant of Energy. RESidual RADialion dose modeling system, input paramelars (cited in[TRC, 2002).
|. Body weight is avmgeoigmur&l.l.s. population. ITRC, 2002 = Technical and Regulatory Document, [ iining Cleanup Geals al h d Sites’ Case Studies. The Interstats Technology & Regulatory Couneil,

nla = not available {nol anough information to calculate).

Table &_Hinta Pathway xla
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Table 7. Summary of Proposed Yakama Nation RME Parameters

IR Adult m'd 26  |Yakama calculated value
Inhalation  [Air inhalation rate =
IR Child m/d 16 |EPA average child value (<6 yrs) for moderate activity
g\;r oo T reoposre | —EL—|ASUNCHE | g |24 |iox exposure me for l opuatrs
Modifying tmefrequericyldur EF Adult/Child diyr 365 |Max exposure frequency for all populations
factors ation | ED Adult yr 70 |Average lifetime (default )
ED, Child yr 6  |Average childhood lifetime (default )
Inhalation  [Soil inhalation rate i Adu - m'd R a.Er _inhalaﬁon i —
IR, Child mld 16 [See air inhalation value
S and Ingestion (Sl ingestion rate IR Adult mg/d 200  |Upper percentile adult value (Native American studies)
sediment IR Child mgld 400 |Upper percentile EPA child value
(see Table 4) ‘ ET | AdultChild hr/d 24 |Max exposure time for all populations
Modifying S;L‘:’gj:;:y dur|—EF | AdUNChid | dhr | 3685 |Max exposure frequency for all populations _
factors iy ED Adult yr 70 |Average lifetime (default )
ED. Child yr 6 |Average childhood lifetime (default)
Inhalation |'Vater vanor IR Adult m/d 26 |See air inhalation value ]
inhalation rate IR, Child m/d 16  [See air inhalation value
. . R Adult Ud 4 Max Yakama value, plus additional consumption during
ingestion |/Vater ingestion sweathouse use -
Surface and rate R, Chid Ud 2 EPA child rate, plus additional consumption during
ground water sweathouse use
(see Table 5)
ETo | Sweathouse |  hrid 7 |Max Yakama value of time spent inside sweathouse
Moditying \(v'aler exposure i A i i i e —_— .
tactars nme!frequency.’dur _ELﬁ Adult diyr 365 |Max exposure frequency for all populations
ation ED Adult yr 70 |Average lifetime (default ) i
ED. Child yr 6 |Average childhood lifetime (default)
F\'sh'(see Ingestion fishisheflﬁsh IR Adult g/d 519 iigeugf:; g;srﬁee;tlrlst:r adult *fish consumers”; within
Table 6) ingestion rate
IR, Child g/d 363  [EPA upper percentile for child "fish consumers”
Meat (see fngasiion Meavgame IR ~ Adult gd | 704 Max Yakama value; within range of published rates iy
Table 6) ingestion rate IR, Child o/d 212 |Washington DOH estimated child rate
Veg. (see ingestion Vegetable/root IR Adult g/d 1,118 [Max Yakama value; within range of published rates |
Table 6) ingestion rate IR, Child g/d 187  |Washington DOH estimated child rate
Fruit (see i Fmiyyeny IR Adult g/d 209 |Max Yakama value; within range of published rates
Table 6) ingestion rate IR, Child g/d 127 |Washington DOH estimated child rate
Milk (see Ingestion  |Milk ingestion rate IR Adult _Ld | 12 [Max Yakama value; within range of published rates
Table 6) IR Child Lid 0.5 |Published child rate (Native American studies)
Moditying  [Fooa-asiposire | — EF ~ Adult diyr | 365 [Max expo.s_ur.s_:_frequer!gy for all papulations
All Food tachors frequency/duration ED Adult yr 70 |Average lifetime (default )
ED, Child yr 6 Average childhood lifetime (default )
Caharal Modifying Body weight IR | Aq!.ull | k| 70 [Average ad.u_lt body wgight (default) e
factors IR, Child kg 16 [Average child body weight (defaull)
Notes:

DOH - Washingtan State Department of Health

EPA - United States Environmental Proteotion Agency

Child is considerad age 0-6 years (EPA, 1999)

Thees exposure paramelers are relavant to the enlire Hanford Site and beyand, used by Yakama members for all activities (see Figure 5 and Tables 3-6 for delails)

Table 7_YN ExporareFactars xly
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Radioactive materials discharges accidental, inte

By RUSSELL JIM

The Hanford Site is a 380-
squacs-mile U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) facility located near
Richland. just 20 miles from the
eastern border of the Yakama Res-
ervmm

Operations at the site produced
p!m?mium for U.S. nuclear weap-
ons programs for 45 years until the
end of the Cold War in 1989. Re-
leases of radioactive materials and
toxic chemicals at the site began
with the onset of operations in 1944
and continue to this day.

As pant of operations, radioac-
tmmdd:unmlmmwmbﬂth

lly and i
dnsdmlyd to the air, gmmdmd
waters at the site. These contanmi-
nants can be found in the region’s
soils, waters, plants, fish and other
animals, potentially affecting the
health of these natural resources as
weligémmsiﬁimls.

‘When plutonium production
ended at the Hanford Site, the focus
switched to environmental cleanup.
in May, 1989, the DOE, the US.
Environmental Protection Agency,
and the Washington State Depart-
ment of Ecology signed the Han- ~
ford Federal Facility Agreement
and Consent Order, beirer known as
the Tri-Party Agreement, which
committed DOE to cleaning up the
Hanford Site.

The Confederated Tribes and
Bands of the Yakama Nation, a
Trustee for the area’s natural re-
sources, participates in the Hanford
cleanup.

The Yakama Nation’s goals for
the Hanford cleanup center on pro- '
tecting Yakama MNation Treaty ”
sights, including the health of the
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These wastes moved downward  impacted by Hanford contaming-
1o the water table, eventually mak-  tion, are critical to the traditional

ing 270 billion gallons of ground
water over an arca of 80 square
miles unsafe to drink. Some of this

Mdhmﬂy 53 million gaflons
of some of the most
mixed radicactive and chemical
waste in the world is stored in 177
underground storage tanks' at the
Hanford Site. Several of these tanks
MNMMMWmﬂ-
Jion zallons of this stored waste
into the soil.

The potential aiso exists for
. catastrophic failure of these aging

tanks, which would result in wide-
spread radioactive contamination.

Some efforts are currently un-
.. derway by DOE to cleanup the
most immediate threats at Hanford.
ﬂmiﬁuhudelhmwnmﬂ'—

Fo realize: tse gols the Yo T 0 st

kama Nation takes a holistic sp-

proach to the cleanup, recognizing

muimmm which re-
qurres considering the impacts on

air. land, water. and all plants and

animals. The Yakama Nation be-
Weves the cleanup actions con-
ducted or planned by DOE thus far,
will not sufficiently remedy the ex-
tensive contamination to aftain
these goals, and to safeguard hu-
man health and the health of the
environment in the future,

‘Whit is the Hanford problem?
Widespread comtamination is
present over the Hanford Site as a
result of 45 years of p!momum
production. During this period ov

‘-roa b;llm ganons of lnqmd waslc

Why s the Nation involved?

Before Hanford existed, the
Yakama people and other Native
Americans used the area’s natural
resources for thousands of years for
hunting, fishing, gathering, and re-
ligious ceremonies.

In the Treaty of 1855, the Ya-
kama Nation retained their rights to
fish in all usual and accustomed
places, and to hunt and gather
foods and medicines on open and
unclaimed land beyond the Reser-
vation.

An effective cleanup of Han-
ford is critical for protecting the
health of the Yakama people, not
only physical health, but also cul-
tural and spiritual health, and for

othe.r mdloacrlve and toxic chet'm-
cals were dumped directly to the
ground.

pr the treaty rights of the
Yakama Nation,

Natural resources, such as the
plants and animals that have been

i § Qﬁ In the underground $tG
age tanks, which have been leaking

way of life for the Yakama people,
who ane recognized stewards of the
land.

The Yakama Nation is involved
in the cleanup process in an effort
mmmmmmmw
to which they are intimately tied,
and to the health of ail peo-
ple. Hanford Site must be
cleaned up and the natural re-
sources must be restared 10 allow
fisture use of the site.

‘What are the health risks?

Exposure 10 radioactive and
toxic chemicals, such as those re-
leased at the Hanford Site, has been
shown to impact the health of pec-
ple as well as plants and other ani-
mals. No level of radiation expo-
sure 5 considered safe. Health el-
ﬁmgmlyimkﬁedamage.miivu

into the soil and migrating t©
ground water, include radioactive
contamination that may pose a sub-
stantial health risk for as long as
200,000 years.
Fish, an abundant resource in
the Columbia River, are an impor-

tant part of a healthy diet, and for
Native Americans in the Pacific
Northwest, an important cuhm-nl
resource.

Salmon and other fish have
been declining in numbers and
health in the river over the past
century. Some efforts to restore
salmon in the river have succeeded
(fish hatcheries, etc.), but unsafe
levels of contaminants have been
found in these fish, potentially af-
fecting the health of the people eat-
ing them.

Without effective cleanup, risks
from Hanford contamination may
result from:

o
-

ing and -cating fish

md mer animats: {elk, deer.

enwm
Site’s radioactive and chemical
wastes.

A risk mmm involves con-

Inpmcﬁahgmm:oml activi-
: Yalwu_ Natign uses must be

pratected. With the objective of as-
Yakama Nation uses in the risk as-

sessments, the ERWM is develop-

pmhm‘!ammmemben
to describe this subsistence lifestyle
from their past experiences, cul-
 wral knowledge, and envisioned
future uses of the site.
Hmhopedmmeumford Site
will eyentually be. cleancd up and
restored tpithe point where the Ya-
penpleunremm conduct

,,u::i\nﬂcs.lfﬂwysodmm in areas

currently too contaminated to use.

Russell Jim is the manager of the
Yakama Nation Environmental
Restoration & Waste Management
ng_ram.-a Sformer Yakama Tribal
Council member and a practitioner
of traditional Yakama beliefs.

[Editor’s Note: This is the first in a
series, with future articles on the
Yakama Exposure Scenario Project
and how the public can became in-
volved 1o help the Yakama Nation
promote cleanup and restoration of
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Program needs tribal members’ input, help with survey
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Hanford s it safe for the ¥
Kama People?

By RUSSELL Jive
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How ean the heaith of the
Yakama people be proteceed?

The Yekama Nation's Environ-
memal  Restoration and  Waste
Management {(ERWM). program_is
warking with the LL.5. Department
of Engrgy (DOE) to ensure that the
Yakiama people and their wavs 6F
lify are protected from exposure to
environmental ‘contaminan This
inchides the safe and onencum-
béred use of clean namural re-
sources, such as water. plants and
amumals that are integral W the fru.
ditional fite ways that make up the
Yakarna cuttural lasdscape

The DOGE &5 m the process of
cleaning ep the Hanfs
Cleanup decisions are
on evgluating thréats (o people and
the emvitonment. With the abjec-
Uwe of a protective cleanwp, the

10 ensure thatall po vﬂhk' nf-k» !(:
the Yakahe puepieiar comstdered
during the clesnup process gt Hari:
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Hanford contammation, with the
hope that phople wmiay be able w wse
the Hanford site again in the funre,

How will we describe the
Vekama Hfestyie?

Ia order 1o cansider all possitie
ways ¢ Yakama individusl may be
exposed 10 Hanford contamination,
an “exposure seenario” will be de-
veloped that ncludes presént day
wfarmation aboit how people dive,
supplemented  with  dstbmiptions
atond the fifure, This will Tielp 1o
deseribi how' Vikama, peopts cin.

: 0 ‘poteheial timar-
- ain, ate, S0il] plant’
arid animale thromgh thelr dajty fie-
Hy e, _

The Yakarma “expeiure scenaria’
will include & genecal description
of how the Yakama poople Tive. e
chuling estmates of ow A sudain-
able dier was, dnd is-malttained:
how often cultural activitivs oc-
curtisf, and may occur, as well as
other information that may ceuse
disproportienate mpatts from con-
tamination. The Yakama lifesivle
needs 10 be documentad and telen
into acabunt by the DOE during the

teanup of Hanford

Whiat Information bnesded?

How will the information bhe
nsed?

The DOE needs basic itformation
abour the Yakama lifearvie o as-
sess potenitel nisk from Hanford
contamination snd theternine plein-
up levels. The DOE requires. that
mtprmativn thae it used for cleanup
decisions be (ransparest and e
gatiy.and scisntiticallv-defennibile
However, it is most importent that
Yakama iribal confidentiatity be re
spueted and secured. Only oo
prapriviary and non-confidential in-
formarion will ba provided o the
DOE; all othey date wit] be-sécyred
stERWM,

ERWN staff would like 1o lmer-
view any member with the time and
interest Lo share thelr thoughits and
information. The confidentiatiny of

‘this_information s of the highest

Imporiance ong no sensitive lnfor-
mation {including names of indi-
viduals, exact Jocaziogs of plant and
animal collection, medicmal or cul-
el practices, oto.) will be pub-

- lished or relsnsed from the sole

cure of the Vakama Nation ERWM

~ How cun you becomie involved?

The ERWM staff hopes to collect
mformation  peimazily from  per-
sonnl imerviews, ihrough Informal

long with Ykame mem-

All peaple of the Yakama Nation
are Gaditionnily ted wbe land and
its pamral resources. and ombly
pass their culture and traditions
Trom elders 1o younger gensrations
The ERWM hopes 1o document
some of this infiormation, whila re-
specting confidentiality. Wi Sould
tike {0 reflect the Yakama ,vmpaﬁss-
tlon sy 3 whole, both now and in
the fisre, including ol sges and
genders, To do this. ERWM hopes

to spenk with a8 many nembers 5
mm@ig gtx M ﬁﬂgm

striiction Frojees of

the Dawn Winder {.mm L:isr-s‘
Fhose efforts-8id ool involve a
complete “Sxposare soznone ™ in
formation neaded inclodes:

ng (and gardésing}

« Miaterialys - proparation {tonls,
baskeis, s1c.)

* Diemry and living patterns

« Cultutal snd ceremoniat activi-
ries {feasts. burials, sweant House
eI

brs o mailed sirveys With this
mformation, ERWM witl ‘develop a
pieture of the Yakama lifestyle now
and in the future,

We invité you o participaic m
this imporianl opporiumity fo ensure
that the Hunford Sae (s sdequately
cleaned up lo project te Yakuna
Mation and the nafural resourses on
whichi the people ap intimately de
pend, Your lifestyle will be repre
sented. your coufidentisl Informa-
tm '-h!l e #a!paclﬂd. ﬂl‘!ﬁ ’fi’ﬁ-?

[T final um:u‘e wiltl provide &
praview of il the Yokawa Hife-
sivle lovks tike to date bured on ip
Jarmation guthered from Yakamn
Natines wianbors.|

Ruggoli im 15 Whe mavager of the
Yokatng Natlon - Envirommentar
Restoration'Waste.  Mamagement
Program; b8 a former Vikima
Tribal Cowncibwan; ond 6 procti-
tiner of mroditfonal - Yakamo be-
tafs
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Tribe determined to protect usual aq-d_‘ac;’customed sites

By the Yakama Nation ERWM
Program and RIDOLFI Inc.

[Preface: This is the third and final
article in a series about radioactive
and chemical releases from the
Hanford Nuclear Reservation and
how exposure to these contami-
nants may affect the people of the
Yakama Nation. In the first article,
we described the extent of contami-
nation at the Hanford Site and the
potential environmental impacts. In
the second article we described
work being done by the Yakama
Nation to assure that contaminants
released from Hanford do not pose
a risk the Yakama people now and
in the future. In this third and final
article, we provide a look at how
some Yakama members describe
their traditional lifestyle and con-
sider how dietary and ewltyral ac-
tivities may lead to exposure o
Hariford contamination. The Ya-
kama envision a future where the
Hanjord Site is completely cleaned

cestors have done for thousands of
years.

These plants, as well as the fish
and the wildlife, provide food and
medicine, tools and shelter, which
are critical to the survival of the
Yakama culture.

Accordingly, feasts are held an-
nually to celebrate the:abundance
and importance of these natural re-
sources.”

Russell Jim, manager of ithe Ya-
kama Nation Environmenal Resto-
ration and Waste Management
(ERWM) Program, stresses the im-
portance of “the salmon, the deer,
the elk, the food out of the ground,
and the berries as necessary medi-
cine, with strong genes, to provide
a strong body, heart and life.”

The ERWM program has devel-
oped an “exposure scenario” that
describes what life is like as a Ya-

kama.
This portrayal of the traditional
lifestyle will be used to help assess
ntial threats from the nearby

up and safe for all Yakama mem-
bers to live off of the land and en-
gage in a healthy and modern sub-
sistence lifestyle.]

A Yakama woman, gathering
roots and berries every year since
she was a child, says she will con-
tinue to gather traditional plants un-
til she is “too old to walk.”

This reflects the determination of
the Yakama people to make use of
the local resources, just as their an-

Hanford Site.

Aspects of this lifestyle that in-
volve consuming or contacting the
soil, water, plants-and animals, may
resulf in risks to the Yakama from
exposure to qadioactive and haz-
ardous chemical contamination that
has been released from Hanford
over many years,

The Hanford Site lies within the
ancestral lands of the Yakama peo-
ple, who used to spend winters on
the site, and then travel in other

seasons to collect food from all ar-
eas and elevations.

However, between 1943 and
1988, the Yakama were not al
lowed on the Hanford Site while it
was producing plutonium,

Rattlesnake Ridge, for example,

+is a unique and sacred area at Han-

ford with limited access that.con-
tinues to produce very important
foods and medicines for the Ya-
kama, and which is still revered
and used for prayer today.

As part of the exposure scenario
project, Yakama-adults and elders
were interviewed and provided in-
formation on traditional fishing,
hunting, and gathering practices, as
well as sweathouse use and cere-
monies.

Those interviewed discussed their
methods for collecting traditional
foods and the amounts of the foods
they ate. All of these activities are
still critical aspects of Yakama sub-
sistence and culture today, connect-
ing the people to the land for gen-
erations to come.

The interviews show that the Ya-
kama depend heavily on the harvest
and consumption of fish from local
rivers such as the Columbia River,
which passes through the Hanford
Site; as well as wild game and an
abundance of local native plants,
including shoots, roots, leafy mate-
rial, and berries.

Fishing, hunting, and gathering
remain an important aspect of daily
life — the harvest.of which is shared

with others. Tools, shelter, clothing
and accessories are made by hand
using raw plant and animal mateéri-
als.

Weekly religious services, memo-
rials for those passed away, events
to recognize achievement. and
other traditions are weaved into the

" eultural fabric of the Yakama Na-

tion.

Like previous generations, the
Yakama continue fo subsist on
natural resources in the vicinity of
Hanford.

The Yakama envision a future
where the Hanford Site, which is
part of the Yakama “usual and ac-
-customed™ use areas, is cleaned up

* and they can return.

Without compromising confiden-
“tial information, results from the
“exposure scenario” will be shared
with the U.S. Department of En-
ergy to evaluate potential risks to
the Yakama from Hanford con-
tamination.

The Yakama Nation is deter-
mined to ensure that the Hanford
Site is cleaned up efficiently and
thoroughly, to protect and preserve
the soils, waters, plants, fish and
other animals of the arca; and the
health of the people that depend
upon, and have rights to, these
natural resources now and for fu-
ture generations.

- For more information, please con-

' tact Russell Jim at the ERWM Pro-
gram at (509) 865-5121,
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INTERVIEW LOG

To be completed by person conducting the interview (“interviewer”).

Interviewer Name:

Interviewee

Name:

Address:

Phone #:

Interview

Date/Time:

Location:

Note to interviewers: Text in italics is for your information and does not necessarily need to be
stated to the interviewee.

Before begin interview:

Give them copy of INTRODUCTION page to follow along

Have them sign the confidentiality Disclaimer Form (2 copies)

Verify that tape-recording is acceptable

Have with you: Serving size props (salmon piece/ can, parsley, radishes, measuring cups,
and water bottle) and pictures of fish and plants

o Have with you: $100 check and copy of check to sign upon receipt

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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1. INTRODUCTION

Thank you for your time today. I am working with the office of the Yakama Nation
Environmental Restoration Waste Management program (ERWM). We appreciate your
willingness to participate in this survey and share your time and knowledge. As a Yakama
member myself, I fully respect the confidentiality of your personal information, and we have a
form to sign that guarantees that ERWM will not release any confidential information to anyone
outside of our program (one copy of which you can keep for your records). Your information

will be compiled with all other responses to produce a summary of the Yakama lifestyle.

The office of the Yakama Nation ERWM is designed to identify, locate, and protect the Yakama
Nation cultural and natural resources within the Hanford Site. The Hanford Site is located in the
Ceded Area and is subject to the rights of the Yakama Nation Treaty of 1855. Some of the treaty
rights extend beyond present day boundaries of reservations or Indian Trust lands. Off-
reservation treaty rights may include grazing, hunting, fishing, and gathering rights and other

interests, water and subsistence rights.

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) is in the process of cleaning up the Hanford Site.
Cleanup decisions are based in part on evaluating threats to people and the environment. With
the objective of a protective cleanup, the ERWM is providing input to DOE to ensure that all

possible risks to the Yakama people are considered during the cleanup process at Hanford.

Your input today will help the Yakama Nation record important aspects of our culture that need
to be protected and preserved, such as native foods and medicines, during the cleanup process at
the Hanford Site. It is hoped that the Hanford Site will eventually be cleaned up and restored to

the point where we, the Yakama people, can return to use the land.

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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2. BACKGROUND

I will begin with some basic questions.

1. Gender
a. Male
b. Female

2. How old are you?

(Age indicates experience and knowledge of traditional lifestyle)

3. With which longhouses and/or churches are you associated?

(To ensure multiple longhouses, and potentially different traditions, are represented)

GATHERING PLACE () IF | GATHERING PLACE (\) IF
YES YES

Celilo Longhouse Toppenish Longhouse

Priest Rapids/Wanapum Longhouse Toppenish Church

Rock Creek (Goldendale area)

Toppenish Community Center

Satus Longhouse

Toppenish Creek Longhouse (W.S.)

Satus Shaker Church Wapato Longhouse
Shaker Church (1910) White Swan (W.S.) Community Center

Shaker Church (Independent/W.S.)

Other:

This survey has questions about (1) dietary and living patterns, including fishing,

hunting, gathering, and making materials, and (2) cultural activities, including sweats

and ceremonies. Please tell me at any time during the interview if you prefer to skip

any of the questions.

(This allows interviewee control over which information they want to share)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED




RIDOLFI Inc. Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
April 5, 2007 Page 4

3. FISH EATEN, USED, AND FISHED

These next few questions are about the fish that you eat, including where you get them, how you
prepare them, and how much of them you eat. Then, if you fish for your food, I have a few
questions about that.

4. I'will list different types of fish and ask You some questions about each. These
sample serving sizes can help identify the amounts of fish you eat.
(To identify which fish are important to the Yakama and must be protected, and to
identify specific fish consumption rates based on snacks, meals, and feasts)

COMPLETE TABLE #1

NEXT 2 QUESTIONS ONLY APPLY IF THE INTERVIEWEE HAS FISHED

5. At what age did you start fishing, and do you still fish today?
(To quantify average lifetime spent fishing)

6. Can you tell me about the kinds of tools you use for fishing?
(To provide a complete description of fishing)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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7. In regards to the fish you eat today, do you plan on consuming more, less, or the
same amount in the future?
(To identify future fish consumption values)

8. If you have children/grandchildren, what percentage of fish do your
children/grandchildren eat in comparison to you?
(To identify children consumption values)

9. Do you think the fish that you eat from the area are clean or unclean, and has your
attitude or habits changed towards eating fish and fishing from the area?
(To identify the existing perception about contamination and its effect on practices)

10. How has Hanford changed your fish eating or fishing practices, and what should be
done about it?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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4. MEAT EATEN, USED, AND HUNTED

These next few questions are about the meat that you eat, including where you get it, how you

prepare it, and how much of it you eat. Then, if you hunt for your food, I have a few questions
about that.

11. I'will list different animals and ask you some questions about each. These sample
serving sizes can help identify the amounts of meat you eat.
(To identify which animals are important to the Yakama and must be protected, and to
identify specific consumption rates based on snacks, meals, and feasts)

COMPLETE TABLE 2

NEXT 2 QUESTIONS ONLY APPLY IF THE INTERVIEWEE HAS HUNTED

12. At what age did you start hunting, and do you still hunt today?
(To quantify average lifetime spent hunting)

13. Can you tell me about the kinds of tools you use for hunting?
(To provide a complete description of hunting)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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14. In regards to the meat you eat today, do you plan on consuming more, less, or the
same amount in the future?
(To identify future meat consumption values)

15. If you have children/grandchildren, what percentage of meat do your
children/grandchildren eat in comparison to you?
(To identify children consumption values)

16. Do you think the meat that you eat from the area is clean or unclean, and has your
attitude or habits changed towards eating meat and hunting from the area?
(To identify the existing perception about contamination and its effect on practices)

17. How has Hanford changed your meat eating or hunting practices, and what should
be done about it?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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5. PLANTS EATEN, USED, AND GATHERED

These next few questions are about the plants, roots and berries that you eat, including where you
get them, how you prepare them, and how much of them you eat. Then, if you gather your food,
I have a few questions about that.

18. I will list different types of plants and ask You some questions about each. These
sample serving sizes can help identify the amounts of roots and berries you eat.
(To identify which plants are important to the Yakama and must be protected, and to
identify specific consumption rates based on snacks, meals, and feasts)

COMPLETE TABLE 3

NEXT 2 QUESTIONS ONLY APPLY IF THE INTERVIEWEE HAS GATHERED

19. At what age did you start gathering, and do you still gather today?
(To quantify average lifetime spent gathering)

20. Can you tell me about the kinds of tools you use for gathering?
(To provide a complete description of gathering)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED



RIDOLFI Inc. Survey Questionnaire

Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
April 5,2007 Page9

21.

22.

23.

24.

In regards to the plants you eat today, do you plan on consuming more, less, or the
same amount in the future?
(To identify future plant consumption values)

If you have children/grandchildren, what percentage of plants do your
children/grandchildren eat in comparison to you?
(To identify children consumption values)

Do you think the plants that you eat from the area are clean or unclean, and has
your attitude or habits changed towards eating plants and gathering from the area?
(To identify the existing perception about contamination and its effect on practices)

How has Hanford changed your plant eating or gathering practices, and what
should be done about it?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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6. OTHER DAILY / SEASONAL ACTIVITIES

These next few questions are about drinking and using water, other dietary habits, and daily
activity patterns.

25. I will ask you some questions about drinking water and milk.
(To determine drinking water consumption and rates and milk consumpltion rates)

COMPLETE TABLE 4

26. Do you think the water that you drink from the area is unclean, and if so, has this
changed your attitude or habits towards drinking and using water from the area?
(To identify the existing perception about contamination and its effect on practices)

27. How has Hanford changed your water drinking and use practices, and what should

be done about it?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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28. How many hours do you spend outdoors each day (or week)?
(To identify contact rates with outdoor air and soil/dust)

29. How much time do you spend doing strenuous activities each day (or week), such as
chopping, grinding, running, dancing, weaving, chasing horses, etc.)?
(To identify frequency of activity levels that cause greater inhalation and contact rates)

30. Do you use a sweathouse, and if so, for what purposes in general?
(To determine physical, emotional, or spiritual purposes of sweating)

If answer is NO, skip to the next section.

31. How often do you sweat?
(To determine frequency of sweathouse use per day, week, or month)
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Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
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32.

33.

34.

35.

36

37

Each time you sweat, how long do you spend in the sweathouse?
(To determine duration of time spent actually sweating)

With whom do you generally sweat?
(To identify which groups and genders sweat together)

Since what age have you been sweating?
(To identify age groups that sweat)

Where is the sweathouse located that you use most often?
(To identify sweathouse locations)

. How is the sweathouse constructed that you use most often?

(To identify natural resources used in the physical construction of sweathouse)

What is the source of water you use during your sweats?
(To identify the source of surface or groundwater used for steam, washing, and drinking)
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38. Is there anything added to the water you use during a sweat?
(To identify additives used, such as rose water, etc.)

39. Could you imagine building and using a sweathouse on the Hanford Site?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)

40. Is there anything else you can describe about sweating, including past experiences,
changes you’ve seen over time, or future hopes or concerns?
(To describe sweating practices)
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8. MATERIALS PREPARATION

These next few questions are about making items from natural resources.

41. If you make anything by hand from natural materials, please tell me what items you
make, such as baskets, blankets, clothing, accessories, drums or tools. For each
item, please describe what it is made from, what it is used for, how often you make
it, and how much time it takes you to make it.

(To identify types of materials made from natural resources and contact frequency and
duration with the materials)

ITEM INFORMATION

Baskets

Blankets

Moccasins

Leggings

Vests

Woven hats

Necklaces
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Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
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ITEM

INFORMATION

Drums

Tools

Other

42. How many years in your lifetime will you be making these items?
(To quantify average lifetime spent making materials)

43. What age groups and genders generally make these items?
(To identify which genders and ages may prepare materials)

CONFIDENTIAL — NOT TO BE RELEASED
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RIDOLFI Inc.

44. Do you think the materials that you use from the area are unclean, and if so, has this
changed your attitude or habits towards making item from materials from the area?
(To identify the existing perception about contamination and its effect on practices)

45. How has Hanford changed your materials making practices, and what should be

done about it?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)
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7. CULTURAL ACTIVITIES

Please tell me if you participate in any of the following cultural activities. For each
activity, I will ask you where and when it occurs, and how long it generally lasts.
(To identify what cultural activities are practiced)

CEREMONY (V) IF PURPOSE WHERE WHEN HOW LONG
YES

First food feasts
(salmon, root.
and berry)

Washat service

Other religious
services

Powwows

Trade fairs

Rodeos

Holidays

Name giving
celebration

First hunt
celebration

Medicine
dances

Burials

Memorials

Treaty days

War dance /
other
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46. Who participates in these cultural activities?
(To identify what ages and genders participate in ceremonies)

47. Would you imagine practicing these cultural activities on the Hanford Site?
(To ensure future uses of the Hanford Site are considered during cleanup)

48. Do you have anything else to share about cultural activities, including past
experiences, changes you’ve seen over time, or future hopes or concerns?
(To describe cultural activities)
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49. Is there anything else you can describe about your typical day, week, or year in your
life that I haven’t covered today?
(To identify daily, seasonal, and unique activities)

50. Do you expect these lifestyle activities to change in the future and if so, particularly
as related to a clean Hanford Site?
(To estimate future activities based on current ones)
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9. CONCLUSION

This concludes our survey today. Thank you very much for sharing your time and information.
Your participation will significantly contribute to documenting and protecting the important
activities that make up the Yakama lifestyle.

I will send you a draft copy of my notes from today so that you can make any edits to my
interpretation of your responses, if you choose. We will then send you a final copy of the notes
for your record (and, if you request, a copy of the recording). Again, the confidential
information will remain in the custody of the office of the Yakama Nation ER/WM. A summary
of the combined results from all surveys will be compiled, provided to the DOE to help the
Hanford cleanup process, and eventually reported in the Yakama Nation Review.

Lastly, I would like to offer you compensation in various forms: a blanket, jewelry, gift card, or
cash. What would you prefer?

After the interview:

® Be sure they have copy of Disclaimer Form
e Give them §100 check and have them sign check receipt
o Verify address to send them a copy of drafi notes with return/stamped envelope
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ADDITIONAL NOTES
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Table 1. Fish Eaten, Used, and Fished

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin |, How much You
7 H ft t? 'hi -2 43 2 ? |W 7
Nastié Namet* Time period | How often ea cst? Which parts eat How prepare Other uses fish? When fish here fish
# times per wk, mo, # oz at each ) fillet only, fillet w/skin, 1 Tm_v :i;v T:arr, sm;e. tools, A if months or Hanford Lo
present, past . ; :
yr serving head, organs, €ggs roast, bake, stew, fry accessories Yes seasons Reach?
: tV{)W
Ch k
-moo (Not shown Py [ = =
(King) Childhood
here) S It i [
salmon *
Parents
Blueback Now
[(Sockeye., |(Not shown . = =
Red) salmon |here) Ci_uldhood __mm. L =
* Parents
S Now
thvée (Not shown n
(Coho) p Childhood
were) . SR
salmon *
Parents
Now
Dog (Chum) |(Not shown —
() Childhood
salmon here) .- | = = _
Parents
. Now
:)l';zl:n ) (Not shown Childhood I j
Py here) HRHRIO0
salmon
Parents
Steelhead/ - i o Now SERNTNS S| (SRR
E (Not shown
Rainbow Childhood
% here) e il s
trout
Parents
Now
(Not shown S = - I - = —
Bull trout Childhood
here) . i _emsls e _olifel i § ]l ek i
Parents
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RIDOLFI Inc.
Table 1. Fish Eaten, Used, and Fished

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin |, y How much . You
Name Name** Time period | How often eat? i Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? fish? When fish? | Where fish?
# times per wk, mo, # oz ateach ﬁi}et ojw{v. fillet wiskin, | raw, dry, can, smoke,  1ools, ) if months or Hanford =
present, past ) i i _ ‘ s : ot
I serving head, organs, eggs roast, bake, stew, fry accessories Yes seasons Reach:
Now
Cutthroat Not sh - -
randll | [T
trout * here) L
Parents
Now
T 2’\10[ shown Childhood
ere)
Parents
Now
(Not shown Childhood
* ildhoo
s here) —= —
Parents
Now
Not sh
lcafisn* |V St o rdhood
here)
Parents
Now
Chisel- Not sk —— =
ise (Not shown Childhood
Jmouth * here) _ N
Parents
Now
IChub / (Not shown 3 — T —
peamouth * |here) Childhood
Parents
Now
: (Not shown | — T
* ( .
Crappie hér) Childhood
Parents
S CONFIDENTIAL - NOT TO BE RELEASED Page 2 of 4




RIDOLFI Inc.
Table 1. Fish Eaten, Used, and Fished

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin | . How much You
9 'hi 9 2 ? 9 2
" sl Name** Time period | How often eat? aat? Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? fish? When fish? | Where fish?
[ ———— # times per wk, mo, # oz at each fillet only, fillet w/skin, | raw, dry, can, smoke, tools, ) i months or Ha:r;gford
R yr serving head, organs, eggs roast, bake, stew, fiy | accessories | Yes seasons Reach?
Now
‘Not show - - — Sull_ -
Dace * e P
here) I - L =
Parents
Now
Lamprey (Not shown - - - = o
leen) * here) Childhood -
Parents
Now
(Not shown [ _
Perch * K Childhood
ere) B =
Parents
Now
Sculpin*  |(Nor shown | o ood _ -
here) g .
Parents
Now
& JN' Y = = _
Shiner * i Childhood
here) £ — _
Parents
Now
Smelt i [P N =
here) =
Parents
Now
Squawfish |(Not shown | 5 = =
7 % Childhood
(minnow) * |here)
Parents

2007
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Table 1. Fish Eai:en, Used, and Fished

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

E}:’f:‘s: i?:;‘:?: Time period | How often eat? Hov:al:;uch Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? f:; c:; When fish? |Where fish?
T———— #_-nmes per wk, mo, # oz at each fillet only, fillet w/skin, raw, dry, can, smoke, tools, , ") {)’:‘ months or ngf;r'r
yr serving head, organs, eggs roast, bake, stew, fry accessories Yes seasons Reach?
Now
Sturgeon * ;;Z: }shown _Childhood _ 7 o [
Parents
Now
Sucker * ;jf; )Sh"w" Childhood . B ] i
Parents
Now
Walleye * g:f;s’mw” Childhood 7 B .
Parents
Now
Whitefish * gf;”’"w" Childhood
Parents
Now
Crayfish i’t’:;)shown _Clu‘ldhood . N
Parents
Now
n
s/ oo e |
Parents
Now
Other? Childhood
Parents
Notes:

* Confirmed in Hanford Reach, Columbia River (Gray and Dauble, 1977).

** Sahaptin names removed to preserve confidentiality.
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Table 2. Meat Eaten, Used, and Hunted

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin | | ; How much You Where
2 i 2 ? b ?
K Klarwah Time period | How often eat? cat? Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? hunt? When hunt? T
SRR i # of times per wk, # oz at each meat only, meat raw, dry, can, smoke, | tools, accessories, | (N) if months or Hanford?
£ Ca mo, or yr serving w/skin, head, organs | roast, bake, stew, frv clothing, shelter Yes seasons ;
Now
Not shown|——— — =
Elk 2 Childhood
ere) — S| S
Parents
Now
(Not shown ; 3
Deer i Childhood
ere) _= S
Parents
Now
Not shown 3 & -
Antelope 2 Childhood
ere) =~
Parents
Now
Bighorn (Not shown | Childhood -
Sheep here) il _
Parents
Now
Mountain (Not shown : — | ([
Goat b Childhood - i
Parents
Now
Not shown . = gi
Badger 2 Childhood
ere)
Parents
Now
Not shown | = T - - = — M
Beaver 2 Childhood
ere) iy pushl Ll o e uil]
Parents
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RIDOLFI Inc.
Table 2. Meat Eaten, Used, and Hunted

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin | . . »| Howmuch ' o~ "~ - You " Where
e Nt Time period | How often eat? cat? Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? hunt? When hunt? Y
T # of times per wk, # oz at each meat only, meat raw, dry, can, smoke, | tools, accessories, | (V) if months or Hanford?
p Lo mo,_or yr serving w/skin, head, organs | roast, bake, stew, fry clothing, shelter Yes seasons .
Now
; Not shown |~ == — = = .
Otter (river) 2 Childhood
ere) I —
Parents
Now
Not sh =
Tackrabbit |0 SRV o thood
here) : =
Parents
Now
Rain-maker |(Not shown Childhood
Rabbit here) il A — - =
Parents
Now
Cottontail (Not shown : —
Rabbit here) Childhood S | e ——
Parents
Now
(Not shown 2 =
Raccoon h Childhood
ere)
Parents
Now
; Not shown -
Chipmunk 2 Childhood
ere)
Parents
Now
. ‘Not shown | 0 - | (R 5
Porcupine 2 Childhood
ere) [ e B TN | | N R o _ b= = = ]
Parents
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RIDOLFI Inc.
Table 2. Meat Eaten, Used, and Hunted

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin How much You Where
; ; 9 ; 9 2 2 2
Name Name* Time period | How often eat? eat? Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? bhant? When hunt? bingd
# of times per wk, | # oz at each meat only, meat raw, dry, can, smoke, | tools, accessories, | (N) if months or .
present, past " e . Hanford?
mo, or yr serving w/skin, head, organs | roast, bake, stew, frv clothing, shelter Yes seasons
Gopher Now
(Townsends (Not shown | — ! /- SN R
Ground Squirrel, | here) _(hddh‘md T __
Prairie dog) Parents
Marmot, Now
yellow- (Not shown Childhood — i
bellied here) SReae | -
(groundhog) Parents
Now
Gray or tree  |(Not shown > = i
: Childhood
squirrel here) i . | [
Parents
: Now
1d
el (Not shown . - N
ground Childhood
Sfvia] here) N . .k -1
AL Parents
Golden Now
Not shown — - — =
mantled zere ) Childhood
iyl Parents
e Now
ligget (Not shown | =
ground PR Childhood
sairel Parents
Now
Not shown|— = = =il —— i ——
Weasel ;Jere ) Childhood
Parents
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RIDOLFI Inc.
Table 2. Meat Eaten, Used, and Hunted

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Sahaptin . y - How much i > o - You ~ Where
Waiirs P Time period | How often eat? cat? Which parts eat? How prepare? Other uses? hunt? When hunt? hunt?
# of times per wk, |  # oz at each meat only, meat raw, dry, can, smoke, | tools, accessories, | (N) if months or Hanford?
present, past mo, or yr serving w/skin, head, organs | roast, bake, stew, frv clothing, shelter Yes seasons ; :
Now
‘Not shown Al
Bobcat ( Childhood
here) i — - 4
Parents
Now
d (Not shown ’ il
Cougar hére) Childhood 3 _
Parents
Now
Not shown -
Fox ( Childhood
here) e R — =
Parents
Now
‘Not shown
Duck ( Childhood
here) _ e
Parenis
Now
Not shown -
Pheasant e Childhood
here) |
Parents
Now
Sage (Not shown | =
Grouse/hen  |here) Childhood _ L
Parents
Now
2 ‘Not shown | —r N
Wild turkey (i Childhood
here) | = —
Parents
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RIDOLFI Inc.
Table 2. Meat Eaten, Used, and Hunted

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English
Name

Sahaptin
Name*

Time period

How often eat?

How much
eat?

Which parts eat?

How prepare?

present, past

# of times per wk,
mo, or yr

# o0z at each
serving

meat only, meat
w/skin, head, organs

raw, dry, can, smoke,
roast, bake, stew, fry

Other uses?

tools, accessories,
clothing, shelter

You Where
When hunt?
hunt? R hunt?
/) f o
N if months or Hanford?
Yes seasons

Now
A" 14 — =
peat ] s | O O pod
here) 8 1 _
Parents
Now
Chicken & |(Not shown Childhood - o - B
turkey here) i N
Parents
Now
Other? Childhood
Parents
Notes:

* Sahaptin names removed to preserve confidentiality.
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Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

- Sahaptin - y Which parts You Where
English Name P - Time period | How often eat? | How much eat? ,I: How prepare? | Other uses? When gather? #
Name " eat? gather? gather?

. ; raw, dry, can,
present, past e Tomes et i, 1o, # oz af each serving rook, stalk, leay, smoke, roast, bake, tndly evesyories (\) if Yes | months or seasons Hanford?

clothing, shelter

oryr flower, fruit st Iy
Indian celery Now - —
Gray's desert |(Not show — " =1
(Gray s ese ot shown Childhood
parsley, a here)
Lomatium) Parents
Now
Biscuitroot (Not shown [~ —
(Lomatium) here) Cliidinod S—
Parents
Now
Bitierroat. .| AR oo
here) | Y| [—
Parents
. Now
Arrowleaf : - o
balsamroot 5“ ot shown I iihoodd
i e ere)
sunflower
Parents
Now
Carey's (Not shown - — ==5
Childhood
balsamroot here) 4 ol [ o u
Parents
Now
Camas ZNOI Shown Childhood
ere) e R
Parents
” Now
Infj I.d] s car.r o (Not shown : =
(Gairdner’s Childhood
avapall) here) S
Yamp Parents
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RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Name

Sahaptin ; ; Which parts You
4 Time period | How often eat? | How much eat? P How prepare? | Other uses? When gather?
Name | eat? gather?
3 < raw, dry, can,
# r ey ) o) 5 ’, v s CeSSOrIes y
present, past Fiapitimes per wh o # oz at each serving rool, stk leaf, smoke, roast, hake, DAL, BeGRaATIS, () if Yes | months or seasons

oryr

Slower, fruit

clothing, shelter

Where
_gather?

Hanford?

stew, fry
Now
L (Not shown
Indian potato Childhood
here) — e SEE—
Parents
Now
TN ehaac il P 7
p b here) | Childhoo
Parents
Now
Piper’s desert |(Not s/
iper’s dese (Not shown Childhood
parsley here) - - ]
Parents
Now
il dierty (Not shown Childhood
here) _
Parents
Now
. -
Huckleberry Eyall 2hsien Childhood
here)
Parents
Now
st = N
Blueberry I(Not‘v o Childhood
here) . N
Parents
Now
Blue elderberry (s st Childhood
here) | [F _o U, X __ =]
Parents
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Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

: Sahaptin - , i o | Which parts ” > You » Where
English Name Name* Time period | How often eat? | How muchﬁeat. cat? How prepare? Other uses? gather? When gather? gatll_e!'?_ |
# of times per wk, mo, root, stalk, leaf, raw, iy ean, tools, accessories, - .
present, past ; o i oz at each serving e f ”' smoke, roast, hake, e i (N)if Yes | months or seasons Hanford?
oF pr flower, fra stew, fiy 2, &
Now
(Not shown 5 T -
Goose berry iera) - Childhood |
Parents
Now
‘Not sh o T
Golden currant ENat A Childhood
here) — -
Parents
Now
- ‘Not showr — E
Lichen Yoeat sy Childhood
here) _ =
Parents
Now
Not shown
ICedar ( Childhood
here)
Parents
Now
: ‘Not shown —t — e el -
Juniper ( Childhood
here) —L
Parents
Now
; (Not shown
Indian hemp 3 Childhood
here) Beoiiiodes 4o | e
Parents
Now
Bitter white Not shown — —
s ( ; Childhood
dogwood here) =
Parents
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Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

S Sahaptin 5 : Which parts You Where
English Name P Time period | How often eat? | How much eat? p How prepare? | Other uses? When gather? 5
Name* eat? gather? gather?

# of times per wk, mo, root, stalk, leaf, il g tools, accessories, L ST

present, past # oz al each serving y smoke, roast, bake, (\) if Yes | months or seasons Hanford?

oryr

Slower, fruit

clothing, shelter

stew, fry
Now
I — = ===
Bulrsh: (b (Not shown Childhood
here) 1= - —
Parents
Now
|Greasewood B st Childhood
here) =
Parents
Now
Not sh oy
Roscbush  |(YOrshown | ood
here) i
Parents
Now
Yellowbell (Not shown Childhood
here) - —
Parents
Now
stel Not sh
iaraiss; (Not shown I - iahood
Jserwceberry here) [ = -
Parents
Now
Not s - B
Willow :’ sl [
1ere) » . = == e U]
Parents
i Now
Garden plants - h = = =
ot sk - i =
fruits & ;N Sheaow® | oniidhond
ere) EE 2 _
vegetables P ——
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RIDOLFI Inc. Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered Interviewee Name:
. Sahaptin ; . Which parts You Where
English Name Name* Time {Jermd 7How often eat? | How much eat?_” f? How prepare?_ Other uses? gather? When gathen:'.’ gather? |
# of times per wk, mo, N L root, stalk, leaf, . n;“: d{v.lra;n.k, tools, accessories, Yes i AR ——
presc’m‘ pas[ oF i oz at each serving Aower, /i'ml smoke, mu.\.. aKe, r.‘n'urhmg. ehali (\) If Yes monihs or seasons un/or /
x : stew, fry
Now
(Not shown —
A “hi
pple bene) Childhood _ -
Parents
Now
(Not shown n
Aspa ‘ 1
paragus here) Childhood ) _ .
Parents
Now
Black (Not shown )
Jhawthomn here) Childhood
Parents
Now
1 (Not sh a
Bracken fern |0 2 S""? | childhood
here)
Parents
Now
. (Not shown |, T i = — i g . ——
Brodiaea Childhood
here)
Parents
Now
(Not shown [~
Burdock /1 Childhood
here) L _ =
Parents

2007 CONFIDENTIAL - NOT TO BE RELEASED Page 5 of 8



RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

oryr

Mlower, fruit

clothing, shelter

s Sahaptin ; : Which parts You Where
English Name ¢ & Time period | How often eat? | How much eat? P How prepare? | Other uses? »| When gather? 5
Name* eat? gather? gather?

e , ” . T raw, dry, can, S——
present, past Fap it per k. o # oz at each serving s, mtalk, deg, smoke, roast, hake, B (N) if Yes | months or seasons Hanford?

stew, fry
Now
Cattail f‘w Naaill [
were) sty 1N —
Parents
Now
Cherries, (Not sl - - —
erries. ot shown Childhood
peaches. etc.  |here) - |
Parents
Now
Dock. soisel (Not shown Childhood
here) o ]
Parents
Now
Eveni (Not sh B
\femng ot shown Childhood
primrose here) i —
Parents
Now
Fals in|(Not show
alse n.loumam (Not shown Childhood
dandelion here) : - ]
Parents
Now
Goldsirod (]\rm‘slmwn Childhood
here) e =l 4 —
Parents
Now
Himalayan (Not shown [ — R N I
blackberry here) 2 hn’dh@a’ - o e o
Parents
2007 CONFIDENTIAL - NOT TO BE RELEASED Page 6 of &



RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

oryr

flower, fruit

clothing, shelter

Sahaptin . Which parts You 5 Where
i ] at? | Ho h eat? How prepare? | Other uses? When gather?
English Name Name* Time period | How often e W muc t eat? prep gather? g gather?
: : ik Tl raw, dry, can, SR PR
present, past i of times per wk, mo, St uilievibs root, stalk, leaf, SriakE Fodk BakE vols, accessories, M) if Yes | months or seasons Hanford?

stew, fry
Now
i Not sh =
lm-]lan (Not shown Childhood
paintbrush here) ) _
Parents
Now
Licorice £Vt i Childhood
here)
Parents
Now ]
Miner's lettuce VG e Childhood
here)
Parents
Now
Not N
Oat (et shown. [
here)
Parents
Now
5 e = - v s, 1 — -
Onion R Childhood
here) i _
Parents
Now
Red columbine i Childhood
here)
Parents
Now
; i
Russian thistle iy Childhood
here)
Parents

2007

CONFIDENTIAL - NOT TO BE RELEASED
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RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 3. Plants Eaten and Gathered

Interviewee Name:

Survey Questionnaire
Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

English Name

Sahaptin
Name*

Time period

present, past

How often eat?

How much eat?

it of umes per wk, mo,

oryr

# oz at each serving

Which parts You Where
P How prepare? | Other uses? When gather?
eat? e gather? gather?
raw, dry, can
o, 5 h i L . _,l v, CESS. g, ) ?
root, stalk, leaf, smoke, roasi, bake, Hdlsyactessaries (V) if Yes | months or seasons Hanford?

flower, fruit

clothing, shelter

stew, fry
Now
. (Not shown - T
Silver maple / Childhood
ere) Le= : =
Parents
Now
Smooth sumac el Childhood
here)
Parents
Now
g, (Not shown [
Stinging nettle here)s " | Childhood o 3
Parents
Now
Thistle ZM’ Shaws [ it
ere) IS
Parents
Now
Wheat Hotakemws |
here) L% .
Parents
Now
White (Not shown = ¥
Childhood
mulberry here) IS |
Parents
Notes:

* Sahaptin names removed to preserve confidentiality.

2007

CONFIDENTIAL - NOT TO BE RELEASED
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RIDOLFI Inc.

Table 4. Drinking Water and Milk

Interviewee Name:

Other uses?

Survey Questionnaire

Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

Sources?

Liquid

Time period

How often drink?

How much drink?

present, past

# of times per wk, mo, or yr

# oz at each serving

wash, bathe

city water, groundwater wells,
rivers/ponds

Water

Now

Childhood

Parents

Milk

Now

Childhood

Parents

2007

CONFIDENTIAL - NOT TO BE RELEASED
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RIDOLFI Inc.

Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-1

INDEX
Species Fhoto
Number
FISH SPECIES
Lamprey (eel) 1
Salmon, Blueback (Sockeye, Red) 2
Salmon, Chinook (King) 3
Salmon, Silver (Coho) 4
Sculpin 5
Sturgeon, White 6
Trout, Bull q
Trout, Cutthroat 8
Trout, Steelhead/Rainbow 9
ANIMAL SPECIES '
Deer (Mule) 10
Elk 11
Antelope 12
Bighorn Sheep 13
Mountain Goat 14
Beaver 15
River Otter 16
Rabbit (Cottontail) 17
Squirrel (Townsend's Ground) 18
Blue Grouse 19
Duck 20
Pheasant 21
Wild Turkey 22
PLANT SPECIES
Balsamroot, Arrowleaf 23
Balsamroot, Carey's 24
Bitterroot 25
Blue Elderberry 26
Blueberry 27
Camas 28
Choke Cherry 29
Golden Currant 30
Huckleberry 31
Indian Carrot 32
Indian Celery 33
Bitter White Dogwood 34
Bulrush (tule) 35
Cedar 36
Greasewood 37

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-2

Photo 1. Lamprey (eel)

http://wirc.usgs.gov/research/fish%20behavior/ images/pcladultss.jpg

Photo 2. Blueback (Sockeye) Salmon

http://cache.eb.com/eb/image?id=65380&rend TypelD=4

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-3

Photo 3. Chinook Salmon

http://wildemessclassroom.com/supcrior/ChinookgSalmon.gif

Photo 4. Silver (Coho) Salmon

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/species/fish/cohosalmon.htm

App D SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-4

Photo 5. Sculpin

http://www.divephotos.corrﬁimages/éSSaiEf'm.jpg

Photo 6. Sturgeon

http://wi[demessclassroom.com/superior/LakeSturgeon.gif

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-5

RIDOLFI Inc.

Photo 7. Bull Trout

hrtp://www.skeenaguidﬂsassociation‘ca/photo-gailery-page/web-gallery-mar-14—2006/web-Ruud-2—200S-May-135.jpg

Photo 8. Cutthroat Trout

http:/!www.fws.gov/columbiariver/programs/native_trout/adultcct.JPG

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-6

Photo 9. Steelhead Trout

http://www.nwf.org/nationalwildl ife/images/062003/rainbow_trout.jpg

Photo 10. Mule Deer

http://picturethis.pnl.gov/picturet.nsf/by+id/SMAA-4CGU3T

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-7

RIDOLFI Inc.

Photo 11. Elk
http::’fpicturcthis.pnl.gov.’picturet.nsﬁ’by+id/PNLM-3U2T4V

Photo 12. Antelope (Pronghorn)

http:/’/www.fws.gov!huronwetlandsfPhotos/W ildlife/images/Pronghorn%20Antelope_jpg.ipg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-8§

Photo 13. Bighorn Sheep

hrtp://www.nrel.colostatc.edu/projects/bighom/bighom-shecp.jpg

Photo 14. Mountain Goat

http://www.wi Idnatureimages.com/search/index. php?pageld=100&id=1131 9&start=0&lightbox page=&search mode=search

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-9

RIDOLFI Inc.

Photo 15. Beaver

http:/ www.kdwp.state.ks.us/var/news/ storage/images/hunting/fur_harvest/furbearer _gallery/
beaver castor _canadensis/11744-2-eng-U S/beaver castor_canadensis_imagelarge.jpg

Photo 16. River Otter

http://www.1ilytherese.com/Copy_of;Ottcr_river -~ photo.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-10

Photo 17. Rabbit (cottontail)

http://picturethis.pnl.gov/picturet.nsf/by+id/SMAA-4CGUYC

@ Herbert Clarke

Photo 18. Townsend Ground Squirrel

http://www.washington.edu/burkemuseum/collections/mammalogy/mamwash/Images/tgs.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-11

Photo 19. Blue Grouse

http://www.nhptv.org/natureworks/graphics/bluegrouse.jpg

Photo 20. Duck

http:f’iwww.cxzooberance.com/virtual%ZOZoo/thcy%ZOﬂy/duckNe!lowbi]Ied%ZODuck%20268012.jpg

App D SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-12

Photo 21. Pheasant

http://sdakotabirds.com/species/ring_necked pheasant_info.htm

Photo 22. Wild Turkey

http://www.bentler.us/eastern-washington/animals/birds/wild-turkeys.aspx

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-13

Photo 23. Arrowleaf Balsamroot

http://www.fs.fed.us/wildflowers/regions/intermountain// Greendale/images/arrowleaf balsamroot_lg.jpg

Photo 24. Carey's Balsamroot

http:/."biology.burke.washington.edufherbariurnfimagecolIection.php?]Dzl034

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-14

Photo 25. Bitterroot

http://www.nati onaIgeog'raphic.com/[ewisandclark/recordﬁspecies_260ﬁI 8 4 html

Photo 26. Blue Elderberry

http://www.boskydcl]naiives.com/graphics/b[uc_elder_skinny.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-15

RIDOLFI Inc.

Photo 27. Blueberry
http://calphotos.berkeley.edu/imgs/51 2x768/0000_0000/1203/0185.jpeg

Photo 28. Camas

http://www.nps.gov/lecl/naturescience/images/camas-combo—pic.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario

for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-16

Photo 29. Choke Cherry

http:/ www.statestrcctgal]ery.com/exhibits/BotanicaI_Artfimages/rhonda_nass—chokecherry.jpg

Photo 30. Golden Currant

http://www.cwnp.org/lgphoto/rlg/ribesaureum Jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-17

RIDOLFI Inc.

Photo 31. Huckleberry

http://ww.mnh.si.edw’lewisandclark/images/raho_’;399.jpg

Photo 32. Indian Carrot (Gairdner's Yampah)

http://food.oregonstate.edu/ images/native/carrot.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos doc



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-18

Photo 33. Indian Celery
http://k43.pbase.com/g3/14/98514/2/57483782.0lyD540010.jpg

Photo 34. Bitter White Dogwood

http://www.bentler.us/eastern-washington/plants/red-osier-dogwood3.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doe



RIDOLFI Inc. Yakama Nation Exposure Scenario
for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
September 2007 Page D-19

Photo 35. Bulrush (tule)

http://www.outsideeducators.com/Images/tule mat/tule seeds.jpg

Photo 36. Cedar (part of trunk)

http://www .loc.gov/exhibits/lewisandclark/images/ree0097s.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc
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for Hanford Site Risk Assessment
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Photo 37. Greasewood

http://www.fs.fed.us/database/feis/plants/ shrub/sarver/habitat.jpg

App D_SpeciesPhotos.doc



