HNF-36772 REV 0

Form ID = 001

EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Final Hanford Site Solid Waste EIS

Purpose of Item or Document: HSW EIS

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[] No Effect [A] [] No Effect [B]
] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F]

[] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

[] Defer [C]

X No Effect [G]

[] Defer [D]

[] No Effect [H]

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e  Comprehensive Land Use 6, in Chapter 4 alone e Recreational 1, in Chapter 4
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site documents) e Residential 0, in Chapter 4
e Land use/Land-Use 36, in Chapter 4 e  Preservation 0, in context, in Chapter 4
e Land use designation /Land-use 1, in Chapter 4 e Conservation 0, in Chapter 4
designation (classification may be
used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 2, in Chapter 4 e Zoning 0, in Chapter 4
e HCPEIS 6, in Chapter 4 e End state 0, in Chapter 4
e Industrial 9, in Chapter 4 e 4351 0, in Chapter 4
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

land use plan, pg.
5.8

No. Keyword and Associated Text
Location
L. Comprehensive * Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan EIS (DOE/EIS-0222F September 1999)
Land Use EIS; pg. | DOE prepared a Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan EIS (HCP EIS, formerly named Hanford Remedial Action
1.27 Environmental Impact Statement and Comprehensive Land-Use Plan) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated
with implementing a comprehensive land-use plan for the Hanford Site for at least the next 50 years (DOE 1999c¢). Working with
federal, state, and local agencies and tribal governments, DOE evaluated six land-use alternatives. In the ROD for the HCP EIS,
DOE decided to designate the 200 Areas for Industrial-Exclusive use and Area C for Conservation-Mining (64 FR 61615).
Radioactive and hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal activities, as described in this HSW EIS, are consistent with the
Industrial-Exclusive land use selected for the 200 Areas and use of Area C as a borrow pit consistent with the Conservation-
Mining land use selected for that area in the HCP EIS decision. (See Figure 4.2 in the HSW EIS for a landuse map.)
2. Comprehensive 4.2 Land Use
Land Use Plan; DOE completed the Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (HCP EIS; DOE 1999) in
Page 4.3, Section | September 1999. A Record of Decision (ROD) was issued on November 2, 1999 (64 FR 61615), which adopted the Preferred
4.2 Alternative as discussed in the EIS. The purpose of this land-use plan and its implementing policies and procedures is to facilitate
decision-making about Hanford Site uses and facilities over at least the next 50 years. The Preferred Alternative map from the
Final HCP EIS ROD shown in Figure 4.2 represents the DOE future land-management values, goals, and objectives. The land-use
plan consists of several key elements that are included in the DOE Preferred Alternative in the Final HCP EIS (DOE 1999). These
elements include a land-use map that addresses the Hanford Site as five geographic areas—Wahluke Slope, Columbia River
Corridor, Central Plateau, all other areas of the site, and the Fitzner/Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve (ALE). The key
elements of the Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan include a map that depicts the planned future uses, a set of land-use
designations defining the allowable uses for each area of the Hanford Site, and the planning and implementing policies and
procedures that will govern the review and approval of future land uses. Together these four elements create the Hanford
Comprehensive Land-Use Plan. Much of the land is undeveloped, providing a buffer area for the smaller operations areas. Public
access to most facility areas is restricted.
3. Comprehensive 5.18.8 Area and Resource Management and Mitigation Plans
Land Use Plan; * Prepare and implement resource management plans and mitigation plans associated with the Hanford Comprehensive Land Use
Page 5.311 Plan.
4. comprehensive The 200 Areas occupy about 16 km2 (6 mi2) on the Central Plateau. This area falls under the Industrial-Exclusive designation as

defined in the Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (HCP EIS) (DOE 1999). In
addition,materials for capping the LLBGs at closure would be obtained from borrow pits in Area C located south of State Route
(SR) 240 outside of, but adjacent to, the Fitzner/Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve (ALE). The ALE boundary as adjusted in
the HCP EIS is included within the Hanford Reach National Monument. Area C consists of about 926 ha (2287 ac) and was
previously designated for Conservation (Mining) in the Record of Decision (ROD) for the HCP EIS (64 FR 61615).
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Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary DOE-
Hanford programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials management,
or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials management,
or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

] No. There is not enough information to assess or evaluate
potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate potential
land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision been
reached on the action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify decision

maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).

X Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change land-
use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use map
change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.

Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).
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B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change land-
use designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use designation.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP policy
and procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in Chapter 6
of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in Chapter 6
of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

X Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EIS (& ROD)

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with tribal
representatives, State and local government officials and/or
stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify date/nature of
interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. Specify
resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ | No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980

CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Record of Decision for the Solid Waste Program, Hanford Site, Richland, WA: Storage and Treatment
of low-Level Waste and Mixed Low-Level Waste; Disposal of low-Level Waste and Mixed low-Level Wste, and Storage, Processing, and
Certification of Transuranic Waste for Shipment to the Waste isolation Pilot Plant (69 FR 39449, June 30, 2004)

Purpose of Item or Document: ROD for HSW EIS

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ | None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 1 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 2 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and Associated Text
Location

1. Comprehensive |  Disturbed areas will be mitigated consistent with the Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan
Land Use Plan; | Environmental Impact Statement Record of Decision (64 FR 61615, November 12, 1999).
pg. 39455

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

Universe.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document

Bl. Does the action

pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear
materials management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] — Eliminate item from further
review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use
at Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] — Eliminate item from further
review.

X Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information

to evaluate land use at
Hanford?

[ | No. There is not enough information to assess
or evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR
FUTURE REVIEW [C] — Eliminate item from
further review.

X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to
the specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR
FUTURE REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from
further review.

DX Yes. A decision has been made regarding the
action, allowing further evaluation under this SA.
Specify decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or

[D]).

X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use

designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
map. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

DX] No. The land-use map boundaries were not
modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were
modified. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section BS5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further
review.

DX] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further
review.

CLUP policy and Specify which process: NEPA ROD

procedures applied? [ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a | Proceed to B7.
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

B7. Was there public | [_] Yes. The action/decision included interaction Proceed to B7a.

involvement in the
decision?

with tribal representatives, State and local
government officials and/or stakeholders and/or the
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general public. Specify date/nature of interaction:

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include
interaction with tribal representatives, State and local
government officials and/or stakeholders and the
general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit
manager meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further
review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980

CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Washing of Impure Plutonium-Bearing Materials Containing Chloride Salts at

PFP (SA10)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/08/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening

[ ] No Effect [A] X] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]

[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. Keyword and
Location

Associated Text

1. N/A

Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

DX No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Hold-up Plutonium-Bearing Material, Mixed Oxide Materials, and Alloy/Oxide

and Metal Materials Disposition at PFP (SA9)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/08/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening

[ ] No Effect [A] X] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]

[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e [and use/Land-Use 0 e  Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword Associated Text
and Location
1. N/A Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

Universe.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document

Bl. Does the action

pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear
materials management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further
review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action

<] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further

implicate Hanford. review.

(potentially involve) | [ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

land use at Hanford.

Hanford?

B3a. Is there [ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or | NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

information to
evaluate land use at
Hanford?

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a
decision been
reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to
the specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the
action, allowing further evaluation under this SA.
Specify decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or

[D]).

[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use

designation.
B4a. Did land-use |[_] No. The land-use designation did not change. No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.
designation
change? [ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Proceed to B4a(i).
Provide specific citation:
B4a(i). Did [ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.
DOE formally | map.
change land- [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map. | Proceed to B4b.
use map? Provide specific citation:

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not
modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were
modified. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did [ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.
DOE formally | designation.
change land- [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.
use designation. Provide specific citation:
designation?
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in | NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied. review.
procedures [ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in | Proceed to B6.
applied? Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.
B6. Were [ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further
Functional RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. review.
equivalents of the Specify which process:
CLUP policy and [ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a Proceed to B7.
procedures RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.
applied?
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Form ID = 004

B7. Was there
public involvement
in the decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and/or the general public.
Specify date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include
interaction with tribal representatives, State and local
government officials and/or stakeholders and the
general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further
review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] BS. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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FormID =5

EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Thermal Stabilization of Polycubes and Combustibles at PFP (SA8)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/08/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[] No Effect [A] X] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e  Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
APP D-17
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FormID =5

ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A

Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ ]| Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

X] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ | No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FormID =5

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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FormID =5

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Disposition of Plutonium-Bearing Solutions at PFP (SA7)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] X No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e [and use/Land-Use 0 e  Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e [Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 0 e 4351 0
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Form ID = 006

ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword Associated Text
and Location
1. N/A Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

Universe.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear
materials management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further
review.

DX Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action

X] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further

implicate Hanford. review.

(potentially involve) | [ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

land use at Hanford.

Hanford?

B3a. Is there [ | No. There is not enough information to assess or | NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

information to
evaluate land use at
Hanford?

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a
decision been
reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to
the specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the
action, allowing further evaluation under this SA.
Specify decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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Form ID = 006

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or

[D)).

[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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Form ID = 006

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Disposition of Plutonium-Bearing Alloys at PFP (SA0)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] X No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: <] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e [Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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Form ID = 007

ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

L. N/A

Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

X] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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Form ID = 007

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager

comments meeting):

resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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Form ID = 008

EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Magnesium Hydroxide Precipitation Process at the Plutonium Finishing Plant,

200 West Area, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington (SAS)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening

[ ] No Effect [A] Xl No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]

[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
APP D-29
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Form ID = 008

ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A

Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

X] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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Form ID = 008

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

APP D-31

3 of4



HNF-36772 REV 0

Form ID = 008

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis: Changes to the Immobilization Alternative, Plutonium Finishing Plant, 200 West

Area, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington (SA4)

Purpose of Item or Document: SA for the PFP EIS relating to ongoing operations; NEPA review did not deal with land use decisions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] X] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A

Did not deal with land use.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

X] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Notice of Intent To Prepare the Tank Closure and Waste Management Environmental Impact
Statement for the Hanford Site, Richland, WA (71 FR 5655, February 2, 2006)

Purpose of Item or Document: Announce intent to prepare TC& WM EIS

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/08/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] X Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 1 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 0 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

Deals with TC&WM EIS

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

X] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Notice of Intent To Prepare a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for the Global Nuclear

Energy Partnership (72 FR 331)

Purpose of Item or Document: NOI on GNEP

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening

[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] X Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]

[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 3 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 2 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword Associated Text
and Location
1. Hanford, pg. | At this time, the following DOE sites are under consideration for the location of a nuclear fuel recycling center and/or an

335

advanced recycling reactor: Idaho National Laboratory (Idaho Falls, Idaho); Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant (Paducah,
Kentucky); Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant (Piketon, Ohio); Savannah River Site (Aiken, South Carolina); Oak
Ridge National Laboratory (Oak Ridge, Tennessee); and Hanford Site (Richland, Washington). In addition, non-DOE
sites in the following locations also are under consideration for the location of a nuclear fuel recycling center and/or an
advanced recycling reactor: Atomic City, Idaho; Morris, Illinois; Hobbs, New Mexico; Roswell, New Mexico; and
Barnwell, South Carolina.

DOE is proposing that the advanced fuel cycle research facility be located at a DOE site. The DOE sites under
consideration include: Idaho National Laboratory (Idaho Falls, Idaho); Argonne National Laboratory (DuPage County,
[llinois); Los Alamos National Laboratory (Los Alamos, New Mexico); Savannah River Site (Aiken, South Carolina);
Oak Ridge National Laboratory (Oak Ridge, Tennessee); and Hanford Site (Richland, Washington).

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials

management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

potential land use changes at Hanford.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

Sformally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section B5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.
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[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager

comments meeting):

resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Notice of Intent To Prepare a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement for the Global Nuclear

Energy Partnership (72 FR 331)

Purpose of Item or Document: NOI on GNEP

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening

[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] X Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]

[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 3 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 2 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword Associated Text
and Location
1. Hanford, pg. | At this time, the following DOE sites are under consideration for the location of a nuclear fuel recycling center and/or an

335

advanced recycling reactor: Idaho National Laboratory (Idaho Falls, Idaho); Paducah Gaseous Diffusion Plant (Paducah,
Kentucky); Portsmouth Gaseous Diffusion Plant (Piketon, Ohio); Savannah River Site (Aiken, South Carolina); Oak
Ridge National Laboratory (Oak Ridge, Tennessee); and Hanford Site (Richland, Washington). In addition, non-DOE
sites in the following locations also are under consideration for the location of a nuclear fuel recycling center and/or an
advanced recycling reactor: Atomic City, Idaho; Morris, Illinois; Hobbs, New Mexico; Roswell, New Mexico; and
Barnwell, South Carolina.

DOE is proposing that the advanced fuel cycle research facility be located at a DOE site. The DOE sites under
consideration include: Idaho National Laboratory (Idaho Falls, Idaho); Argonne National Laboratory (DuPage County,
[llinois); Los Alamos National Laboratory (Los Alamos, New Mexico); Savannah River Site (Aiken, South Carolina);
Oak Ridge National Laboratory (Oak Ridge, Tennessee); and Hanford Site (Richland, Washington).

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials

management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

potential land use changes at Hanford.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

Sformally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section B5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.
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[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager

comments meeting):

resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Hanford Reach National Monument Draft Comprehensive Conservation Plan and Environmental
Impact Statement (November 2006)

Purpose of Item or Document: EIS by FWS for the Monument, draft

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] X Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences

e Comprehensive Land Use 9 e Recreational 217

Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 8

documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 63 e Preservation T2
e Land use designation /Land-use | 2 e Conservation <200

designation (classification may

be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map | 0 e Zoning Public Use Zones defined
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 34 o 4351 0
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No. | Keyword and Associated Text
Location
1. Comprehensive | All lands included in the Monument are federal lands under the primary jurisdiction of the DOE. The FWS manages the ALE and
Land Use Plan, most of the Monument lands north of the river, including the Wahluke, Ringold and Saddle Mountain Units, under agreement with
Pg 1-18 the DOE. The DOE manages the balance of the Monument, including the McGee Ranch-Riverlands and Vernita Bridge Units, the
Benton County shore of the Columbia River, and the Hanford Dune Field. The DOE intends to manage its portion of the Monument
consistent with existing regulatory agreements regarding cleanup of the Hanford Site (Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
Consent Order),8 the Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan (DOE 1999, 64 Federal Register [FR] 61615), the Monument
Proclamation (65 FR 37253).
2 Comprehensive | At the Hanford Site, the DOE completed the Final Comprehensive Land Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (CLUP) in
Land Use Plan, 1999 with the assistance of nine cooperating agencies, including the FWS. The CLUP is subject to five-year reviews by the DOE,
Pg 1-19 and it is still the active plan for DOE-controlled portions of the Hanford Site, including FWS-managed portions of the Monument.
The CLUP will remain in effect until such time as jurisdiction is transferred to another entity or is superceded by the adoption of
this CCP or another DOE plan.
3. Comprehensive | The area in the monument was identified for preservation by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) in its November of 1999
Land Use Plan, Record of Decision adopting the Preferred Alternative in the Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan EIS issued in
Appendix A-11 September of 1999. Specific portions of this land are already subject to agreements that provide the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(FWS) with the responsibility to protect the wildlife and other natural resources. These lands are managed by the FWS under
permits and agreements with the DOE. Currently, the FWS manages the 89,000 acre Wahluke Slope area under a 1971 permit from
the DOE. The FWS also manages the 77,000 acre Arid Lands Ecology Reserve Unit under a 1997 permit from the DOE.
4. Comprehensive | 4.14 FWS will consult with DOE-RL in regards to any new land use proposals which may affect the Hanford Site or land
Land Use Plan, designated by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, Proclamation, or Memorandum as suitable for inclusion into the Monument
Appendix D-8 and/or Refuge.
5. Zone, Pg. 3-203 | 3.20.10 Hanford Site Protective Safety Buffer Zones

Existing and planned waste disposal sites, waste processing facilities, and hazardous or radiological materials storage facilities are
found throughout the Hanford Site. To protect the public from routine or accidental releases of radiological contaminants and/or
hazardous materials, protective measures for waste remediation, processing and disposal facilities are required by numerous laws,
regulations, rules and DOE internal orders.

One method of public protection, engineering control, uses the current Hanford Site boundary as the point-of-compliance to
identify and design safety class systems, structures and components for operating facilities in both accidental and routine operation
scenarios.

Another method of public protection, institutional control, uses distance as the protective measure expressed as safety buffer zones.
These buffer zones limit public exposure to radiological and hazardous chemicals from routine operations and accidents. Some of
these safety buffers extend into the Monument.

The DOE divides the buffer zones necessary to protect human health and safety from potential accidents into two components—an
inner exclusive-use zone (EUZ) and an emergency planning zone (EPZ). Within portions of the EUZ, certain types of access would
be restricted, while other types of public access within that same area might be acceptable.108 The protective buffer zones for the
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Hanford Site are established using boundaries calculated for individual limiting facilities (i.e., facilities, such as the water treatment
plant, with accidents [e.g., a chlorine leak] of maximum potential public health impact). Information about the limiting facilities,
controlling contaminants, and credible accidents for 1999, were presented in the CLUP.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

X No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

APP D-51

3of4



HNF-36772 REV 0

Form ID =013

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement, Designation of Energy Corridors on Federal Land in
the 11 Western States (DOE/EIS-0368); draft, October 2007

Purpose of Item or Document: Considers land use by DOE for energy corridors in the State of Washington

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
X No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 5 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 99, BS e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 0 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and

Associated Text

Location
1. ES-1, The Department of Energy (DOE) and Department of the Interior (DOI), Bureau of Land Management (BLM), are the
information lead agencies in preparation of this Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS), ...
2" land use, ES-1 | 3. incorporate the designated corridors into the relevant agency land use and resource management plans or equivalent
plans.”
3. Comprehensive | The vast majority of the proposed corridors in each state fall on lands managed by BLM except in Washington where
Land Use Plan, | 53 of the 54 miles of proposed corridors would occur on lands managed by the FS; no proposed corridors would fall on

Appendix A-11

lands managed by DOE.

4. pg. 2-6,
information

4.14 FWS will consult with DOE-RL in regards to any new land use proposals which may affect the Hanford Site or
land designated by the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, Proclamation, or Memorandum as suitable for inclusion into the

Monument and/or Refuge.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[X] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up. Ithough DOE, and State of
Washington, this EIS does not address Hanford activities

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section BS5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.
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[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Yakima River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study; Planning Report and Environmental Impact

Statement (March 2007) [Scoping Summary Report] ** NOI 71 FR 78463

Purpose of Item or Document: Scoping summary for Yakima River Basin EIS; deals with potential issues for Hanford Reach

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] X Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 3
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 8 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use e Conservation 10 (not related to land use)

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 1 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

L. Hanford, pg.
10-57

Conceptual Operation of the Black Rock Reservoir: Columbia River pump flows of 1,000, 2,000 and 4,000 cfs were
considered for the operation of the Black Rock Reservoir. Pumping would likely occur during the high flow months of
April through June, from the Priest Rapids pool. From 1990 to 2000, from March to June, flows at Priest Rapids
averaged 150,868 cfs (sd = 40,557). At this stage of the feasibility study development, the 4,000 cfs size pumping plant
is the most likely selection. At 4,000 cfs, the maximum withdrawal rate estimated would constitute 2.65% of the average
flow. This withdrawal rate would not likely affect habitat in the Columbia River during the pumping period because of
the high flows at this time and the small percentage of flow that would be removed. However, an evaluation of the loss
or gain of potential habitat in the Hanford Reach from this withdrawal would be required, either through a focused
instream flow incremental methodology (IFIM) study, or by some other means.

Initial Screening Result: [ ] Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action [] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.
implicate (potentially | Hanford.

involve) land use at [X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford? Hanford.

B3a. Is there DX No. There is not enough information to assess or NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient information | evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

to evaluate land use | [] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

at Hanford?

potential land use changes at Hanford.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
specific action. REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action, Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS.
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[] No. The land-use designation did not change. No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide Proceed to B4a(i).
specific citation:

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map. No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map. Proceed to B4b.
Provide specific citation:

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified. | No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified. Proceed to B4b(i).
Provide specific citation:
B4b(i). Did DOE | [ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.
formally change | designation.
land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.
designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.
procedures applied? | [ _] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in Proceed to B6.

Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA, NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA, | Proceed to B7.
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with Proceed to B7a.
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: NEPA EIS --DRAFT-- Yakima River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study Draft Planning
Report/Environmental Impact Statement

Purpose of Item or Document: The purpose of the Storage Study is to develop and evaluate alternatives that could create additional
water storage for the Yakima River basin and assess their potential to improve anadromous fish habitat, improve the reliability of the
Yakima Project irrigation water supply during dry years, and provide water to meet future demand for municipal water supply.

Reviewer (print and sign name): Michael Jansky Date: 02/03/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] X Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ | None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 1 e Recreational ST
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 155 e Residential 48
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 148 e Preservation 29
e Land use designation /Land-use | 2 e Conservation 623
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 22
e HCPEIS 3 e End state 0
e Industrial 51 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

Keyword Associated Text

and Location

N/A; title Draft Planning Report/Environmental Impact Statement, Yakima River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study, Yakima
page Project, Washington (dated January 2008)

N/A; preface | Cooperating Agencies:

Yakima County Public Services

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers — Seattle District

U.S. Department of the Army — Yakima Training Center

U.S. Department of Energy — Hanford Site, Office of River Protection

N/A; preface | This draft planning report/environmental impact statement (Draft PR/EIS) examines the feasibility, acceptability, and
environmental consequences of alternatives to create additional water storage for the Yakima River basin for the benefit
of anadromous fish, irrigated agriculture, and future municipal water supply. A No Action Alternative, three alternatives
proposed jointly by the Bureau of Reclamation and the Department of Ecology (Joint Alternatives), and three State of
Washington alternatives (State Alternatives) were evaluated. The Joint Alternatives consider water storage options as
directed under feasibility study authority (Public Law 108-7) while the State Alternatives consider both storage and
nonstorage options. A preferred alternative has not been identified.

This Draft PR/EIS was prepared in compliance with the Economic and Environmental Principles and Guidelines for
Water and Related Land Resources Implementation Studies (P&Gs), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
and the State of Washington Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). It also provides the public review required under
Executive Orders 11988 (Floodplain Management) and 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) and the National Historic
Preservation Act. Results of compliance with the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended, and the Clean Water Act are included in the evaluations contained in this Draft PR/EIS.

Hanford; pg. | Seepage modeling for the Black Rock Alternative indicates that an increase in groundwater flow (estimated up to 30 cfs)
Xviii into the Hanford Site would be expected. The seepage would change groundwater conditions on the Hanford Site so that
flow direction, contaminant concentrations, and rate of contaminant movement toward the Columbia River could be
affected. Mitigation measures are being considered to reduce the seepage into the Hanford Site.

APP D-62 2 of 4



HNF-36772 REV 0 Form ID =016

Initial Screening Result: [ ] Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

DX] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action. draft EIS

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).
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B4b(i). Did DOE

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section B5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

[ ] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Amended Record of Decision: Storage of Surplus Plutonium
Materials at the Savannah River Site (72 FR 51807)

Purpose of Item or Document: Deals with Hanford plutonium material disposition; move materials from PFP to SRS

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] X] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] X No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 24 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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1 of4



HNF-36772 REV 0

ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

L.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

X] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).
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Bda(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Construction and Operation of a Physical Sciences Facility at the Pacific
Northwest National Laboratory, Richland, Washington (DOE/EA-1562, January 2007) ***FONSI, January 29, 2007

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for PNSO's PSF

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 4 e Recreational 1
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 10
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 2 e Preservation 3
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 1

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 5 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and Associated Text
Location

1. Comprehensive | 4.1 Land Use
Land-Use Plan,
industrial; The proposed PSF construction site within the PNNL Site is vacant DOE-owned property that was reassigned in 2004
preservation; to DOE-SC from the Hanford Site. The site is a relatively level parcel of land covered with a mix of desert-adapted
p. 23 shrubs and grasses. The DOE property to the north and east of the current PNNL Site is also vacant and is currently

being reassigned to DOE-SC for use as a controlled- access buffer area. Most of the property within the proposed PSF
construction site and buffer area was designated as Industrial in a 1999 DOE Record of Decision (ROD) for the Final
Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan EIS (64 FR 61615). The exception was a section in the eastern part of the
buffer area along the Columbia River, which was designated as Preservation in the 1999 ROD to protect sensitive
Tribal cultural sites. The PNNL Site and buffer area are designated as Business/Research Park in Benton County’s
Comprehensive Plan. They are also within the City of Richland urban growth area and are designated as a mix of
Business/Research Park (similar to the adjacent PNNL facilities), Commercial, and Low Density Residential land uses.

2 Comprehensive | In addition, two prehistoric sites are located in the eastern portion of the buffer area near the shore of the Columbia
Land-Use Plan; | River. These sites are listed on the Washington State Heritage Register as part of the Hanford South Archaeological
Section 4.5, p. | District. The sites are within the Preservation(6) designated area established by the DOE ROD for the Final Hanford
26 Comprehensive Land-Use Plan EIS (64 FR 61615). The sites are monitored annually to confirm that they remain

undisturbed and that existing protective measures are effective.

3. Comprehensive | The land where the PSF is proposed to be constructed is owned by DOE and was reassigned from the Hanford Site to
Land-Use Plan; | DOE-SC in 2004. Prior to that time, the site was classified as Industrial in a DOE ROD for the Final Hanford
industrial; p. Comprehensive Land-Use Plan EIS (64 FR 61615). Although the PNNL Site is no longer within the Hanford Site,

34 establishing R&D operations at the proposed site would be consistent with the intent of the Industrial designation for
that land, as provided for in the earlier DOE ROD.

4. Industrial; p. S- | The proposed PSF construction site is on a relatively level parcel of vacant property, much of which has been

2

previously disturbed. The site is located in Benton County and is within the City of Richland urban growth area. Land
use has been designated as a mix of Business/Research Park (similar to the adjacent PNNL facilities), Commercial, and
Low Density Residential. The existing PNNL facilities and the DOE Hanford Site, as well as a mix of light industrial,
agricultural, business, school, and residential areas, are located in the vicinity of the proposed construction site.
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Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

<] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).
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B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Disposition of Surplus Hanford Site Uranium, Hanford Site, Richland,
Washington (DOE/EA-1319, June 2000) *** FONSI, June 15, 2000.

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for uranium disposition

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 1 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 1 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 2 e 4351 2
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A

No relevant text identified.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information

to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section B5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: K Basins Sludge Storage at 221-T Building, Hanford Site,
Richland, Washington (DOE/EA-1369, June 2001) ***FONSI, June 20, 2001.

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for storage of K Basin sludge at 221-T

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 2 e Recreational 1
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 5 e Preservation 3
e Land use designation /Land-use | 1 e Conservation 2

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 3 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and

Associated Text

Location
L. Comprehensive | The proposed action is compatible with the land use designation of Industrial Exclusive Area as defined in the Final
land use plan, | Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/EIS-0222F).
pg. 1-2
2 land use plan, | Designations for land use at the site for the next 50 years have been established in DOE/EIS-0222-F. These
pg. 4-1 designations at Hanford include preservation, conservation, industrial, and research and development. On June 9, 2000,

the Hanford Reach National Monument was established (65 FR 37253) covering 78,900 hectares (195,000 acres) under

the preservation land use category. The Hanford Reach National Monument incorporates a portion of the Columbia

River corridor, the Fitzner-Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve to the south and west, portions of the Hanford Site

north of the Columbia River, and recognizes the unique character and biological diversity of the area, as well as its
geological, paleontological, historic, and archaeological importance.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

DX] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.
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B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Use of Existing Borrow Areas, Hanford Site,
Richland, Washington (DOE/ES-1403, October 2001) *** FONSI, October 10, 2001

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for existing borrow areas

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 2 e Recreational 1
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 18 e Preservation 8
e Land use designation /Land-use | 6 e Conservation 12

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 20 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and Associated Text
Location
1. comprehensive | Subsequently, land use on the Hanford Site has been addressed in DOE/EIS-0222-F, Final Hanford Comprehensive
land use plan, | Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement, and in Appendix D, several quarry sites were identified as preferred
pg. 2-1 sources of cap materials. In November 1999, DOE issued the Record of Decision (ROD) (64 FR 61615) for DOE/EIS-
0222-F. As stated therein,
“...DOE intends to honor the commitment in the Tank Waste Remediation System EIS to perform a NEPA analysis
addressing gravel quarries.”
2" land use, pg. 5.1.1.3 Land Use
5-2
In accordance with land-use designations in DOE/EIS-0222-F, the extraction of mineral resources is prohibited in the
“Preservation” designation except for remediation activities taking place in the Columbia River corridor. Remediation
activities would continue in the 100 Areas and would be considered a pre-existing, nonconforming use in the
“Preservation” land-use designation within the Columbia River corridor. Extraction of mineral resources is permissible
in “Industrial-Exclusive,” “Industrial,” “Research and Development,” and by “Special Use Permit” for areas within the
“Conservation (Mining)” designation.
3. and use, pg. 5- | The use of existing borrow sites is compatible with current land use planning on the Hanford Site. That is, activities
6 would be conducted in appropriate land-use designations described in DOE/EIS-0222-F. The calculated 10 percent

expansion of borrow sites might disturb an additional surface area of 0.3 square kilometer (0.12 square mile). Mitigation
of any impacts from expansion would be consistent with resource management plans developed for the Hanford Site,
including DOE/RL-96-32 (Hanford Site Biological Resources Management Plan), DOE/RL-96-88 (Hanford Site
Biological Resources Mitigation Strategy), and DOE/RL-98-10 (Hanford Cultural Resources Management Plan), as
well as other plans under preparation (e.g., aesthetic and visual resources).

Initial Screening Result: [ ] Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.
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B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

DX] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.
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B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Transuranic Waste Retrieval from the 218-W-4B and
218-W-4C Low-Level Burial Grounds, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington (DOE/EA-1405, March 2002) *** FONSI, March 22, 2002.

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for TRU Retrieval

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 2 e Recreational 1
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 18 e Preservation 2
e Land use designation /Land-use | 5 e Conservation 2

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 2 o 4351 0
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No. | Keyword and Associated Text
Location

1. Comprehensive | Designations for land use on the Hanford Site for the next 50 years have been established in the Final Comprehensive
land use plan, | Land-use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/EIS-0222-F). These designations on the Hanford Site include
pg. 4-1 preservation, conservation, industrial, and research and development. On June 9, 2000, the Hanford Reach National

Monument was established (65 FR 37253) covering approximately 78,900 hectares (195,000 acres) under the
preservation land use category. The Hanford Reach National Monument incorporates a portion of the Columbia River
corridor, the Fitzner-Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve to the south and west, portions of the Hanford Site north of
the Columbia River, and recognizes the unique character and biological diversity of the area, as well as its geological,
paleontological, historic, and archaeological importance.

2 land use, pg. 4-
2

The proposed action is consistent with the land use designation of industrial exclusive use for such activities as
described in DOE/EIS-0222-F.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials

management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

potential land use changes at Hanford.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.
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B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Expansion of the Volpentest Hazardous Materials Management and
Emergency Response Training and Education Center, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington (DOE/EA-1412, November 2002) *** FONSI,

November 6, 2002.

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for expansion of HAMMER

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ | None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 1 e Recreational 1
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 1
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 1

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e [Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 3 (also zoned)
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 4 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

L. land use, pg.
4-1

Designations for land use on the Hanford Site for the next 50 years have been established in the Final Comprehensive
Land-use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/EIS-0222-F). These designations on the Hanford Site include
preservation, conservation, industrial, and research and development. On June 9, 2000, the Hanford Reach National
Monument was established (65 FR 37253) covering approximately 78,900 hectares (195,000 acres) under the
preservation land use category. The Hanford Reach National Monument incorporates a portion of the Columbia River
corridor, the Fitzner-Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve to the south and west, portions of the Hanford Site north of
the Columbia River, and recognizes the unique character and biological diversity of the area, as well as its geological,
paleontological, historic, and archaeological importance.

2. industrial, pg.
3-1

Available land near the I-5 corridor was also considered, as was land near the HAMMER Facility that is zoned for an

industrial park.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).

[X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and

BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does

not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

DX] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section B5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.
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B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")

APP D-92

4 of 4



HNF-36772 REV 0

Form ID = 025

EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Reactivation and Use of Three Former Borrow Sites in the 100-F, 100-H,

and 100-N Areas (DOE/EA-1454, March 2003) *** FONSI, March 7, 2003.

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for former borrow sites

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 6 e Recreational 1
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 22 e Preservation 7 (land use context)
e Land use designation /Land-use | 3 e Conservation 5

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e [Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 6 (as 'buffer zone')
e HCPEIS 19 e End state 0
e Industrial 23 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and | Associated Text
Location

L. comprehensive | Associated land-use commitments in general, and borrow sites specifically, have been and continue to be addressed when considering
land use plan, activities on the Hanford Site. Land use on the Hanford Site has been addressed in the Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan
pg. 2-1 Environmental Impact Statement (herein referred to as the HCP EIS) (DOE 1999). Appendix D of the HCP EIS identifies preferred

sources of borrow material on the Hanford Site. The preferred sources of borrow material are also documented in the Draft Industrial
Mineral Resources Management Plan (DOE-RL 2000a). The Draft Industrial Mineral Resources Management Plan was intended to
provide a framework for the planning, operations, and closure/restoration of borrow pits and quarries and was developed as part of a
series of resource management plans needed to implement the HCP EIS.

2 comprehensive | RESPONSE: The Draft Industrial Mineral Resources Management Plan (DOE/RL-200-61) fulfills a commitment made in the Final
land use plan, Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (HCP EIS). It is a proposed management tool that provides
pg. C-8 direction for planning, operation, and closure/restoration of borrow pits on the Hanford Site. It will provide guidance when NEPA

evaluation would be required, such as the expansion of existing borrow sites or establishment of new borrow sites. The previous
borrow pit EA "Use of Existing Borrow Areas Hanford Site" (DOE/EA-1403) evaluated impacts of continuing to use existing borrow
sites. This EA fulfilled the commitment in the Record of Decision for the HCP EIS for NEPA review of borrow areas. The current EA
(DOE/EA-1454) evaluates impacts of reopening borrow areas that were not addressed in the previous EA (DOE/EA-1403).

3. comprehensive | Comment: Page 2-1, Section 2.0, paragraph 1: The sentence states that preferred sources of borrowed materials are listed in Appendix
land use plan, D of the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) Environmental Impact Statement, which is an accurate statement only for 10 sites
pg. C-22 described there. None of the sites discussed in DOE/EA-1454 is listed or evaluated in the CLUP. It appears that previous evaluations

of existing borrow pits in the CLUP and an EA "Use of Existing Borrow Areas, Hanford Site," that followed the CLUP, when
combined with evaluation of the sites described in DOE/EA-1454 are related actions that should have been addressed in one
environmental document.

Response: Development of a single comprehensive document to address all borrow sites, including active, closed, former and
abandoned sites is not within the scope of this EA. Borrow areas on the Hanford Site have been previously addressed in a series of
documents, including the Final Hanford Comprehensive Land Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (HCP-EIS) (DOE/EIS-0222-
F), "Environmental Assessment for Use of Existing Borrow Areas, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington" (DOE/EA-1403), and the
Draft Industrial Mineral Resources Management Plan (DOE/RL-2001-61). The previous borrow pit EA (DOE/EA-1403) "Use of
Existing Borrow Areas Hanford Site" evaluated impacts of continuing to use existing borrow sites. This EA fulfilled the commitment
in the Record of Decision for the HCP-EIS for NEPA review of borrow areas. The current EA (DOE/EA-1454) evaluates impacts of
reopening borrow areas that were not addressed in the previous EA (DOE/EA-1403).Subsequently, the EA for Existing Borrow Areas
(DOE/EA-1403), and Draft Mineral Resource Management Plan (DOE/RL-2001-61) were developed to characterize and describe
existing borrow sites, and to offer specific guidance for the use, expansion, closure, and restoration of existing or new borrow sites.
The EA for Existing Borrow Areas (DOE/EA-1403) assumed that expansion of existing borrow sites would not exceed 10% of the
current site footprint. Volumes required for remedial actions in the 100-F, 100-N, 100-K, and 100-H areas are in excess of the 10%
expansion footprint described in DOE/EA-1403, therefore, additional NEPA evaluation was required. This additional NEPA
evaluation is detailed in the current document (DOE/EA-1454), and considered the Proposed Action to reactivate former borrow sites
in low-quality habitat in lieu of expansion because impacts to the environment could be greatly reduced.
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Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

DX] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).
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B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section BS5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

DX] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Deactivation of the Plutonium Finishing Plant, Hanford Site, Richland,
Washington (DOE/EA-1469, October 2003) *** FONSI, October 20, 2003

Purpose of Item or Document: EA for deactivation of PFP

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 2 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 4 e Preservation 1
e Land use designation /Land-use | 2 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 4 e End state 2

e Industrial 4 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and

Associated Text

Location

1. Comprehensive | The PFP is not located within a wetland or a floodplain. The PFP Complex is an industrialized area with construction
land use plan, | and processing activities being conducted. The final end state of the PFP Complex, to be developed through the
pg. 4-1 aforementioned CERCLA process, would determine ultimate land use. Presently, the Hanford Comprehensive Land-

Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement Record of Decision (64 FR 61615, November 12, 1999) states that the

Central Plateau (i.e., the 200 Areas that include the PFP Complex) geographic area is designated Industrial-Exclusive.

2 land use, pg. 5-
1

5.1.1.3 Land Use

It would be expected that the PFP Complex would continue to be managed as an industrialized area, pending the final

endstate to be developed through the aforementioned CERCLA process.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ | No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA EA/FONSI

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Environmental Assessment: Sodium Residuals Reaction/Removal and Other Deactivation Work
Activities, Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF) Project, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington (DOE/EA-1547F, March 2007) *** FONSI, March 31,
2007

Purpose of Item or Document: Environmental Assessment for continued deactivation activities at FFTF

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/16/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ | None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 3 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 7 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 2 e Conservation 3

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e [Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 4 e End state 8

e Industrial 2 (in context) e 4351 4
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and

Associated Text

Location
L. comprehensive | 3.1 Land Use
land use plan,
pg. 3-1 The FFTF, located in the 400 Area of the Hanford Site, is not located within a wetland or a floodplain. The final

decommissioning end state of the FFTF (which will be addressed in the TC& WM EIS) would determine ultimate land
use. Presently, the Hanford Comprehensive Land Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (HCP EIS) Record of
Decision (ROD, 64 FR 61615, November 12, 1999), issued after the 1995 EA updated land used considerations and
analyses for the FFTF, states that the 400 Area is designated Industrial.

Initial Screening Result: [ ] Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

X] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action [] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.
implicate (potentially | Hanford.

involve) land use at X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford? Hanford.

B3a. Is there [ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient information | evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

to evaluate land use at | [X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

Hanford?

potential land use changes at Hanford.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
specific action. REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action, Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

[ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: NEPA

NO EFFECT [G] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Supplement Analysis for the Tank Waste Remediation System, DOE/EIS-0189-SA3

Purpose of Item or Document: SA address change in DOE selected Phased WTP alternative in the TWRS EIS to not have a phased

approach

Reviewer (print and sign name): Paul Seeley

Date: 2-13-2008

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] Xl No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 2 e Recreational
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 59 e Preservation
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning

e HCPEIS 0 e End state

e Industrial 10 e 4351
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No.

Keyword and
Location

Associated Text

Conservation, page 1-3

DOE is collecting environmental data through the vadose zone characterization program to evaluate the need for corrective actions
under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA) and to support future decisions on how to close the tank farms.
All reference RCRA.

Comprehensive Land
Use Plan, page 2-29

2.2.10 Hanford Comprehensive Land Use Plan

Three borrow sites were identified in the TWRS EIS for the purpose of analysis: Pit 30 which would supply sand and gravel,
McGee Ranch which would supply silt, and Vernita Quarry which would supply rip rap. A decision on exactly which borrow site
would be used and to what extent it would be used would be made through future NEPA analysis. The future development of and
access to Hanford Site geologic resources would require review under the policies and implementing procedures cited in Final
Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan (DOE/EIS 0222). Facilities to be constructed and operated under the TWRS EIS are
included in the industrial exclusive land use area defined under DOE/EIS-0222. Neither EIS authorizes the use of the borrow sites.

435.1

Requirements for managing radioactive or mixed waste facilities. 435.1.

DOE O 435.1 is an order statement that replaced DOE Order 5820.2A, which establishes requirements for managing radioactive or
mixed waste activities.

Land use, page 3-30

3.82

Since publication of the TWRS EIS, new information has been generated that could change the conclusions reached in the TWRS
EIS for land use commitments. The new information includes the following:

. Estimated disturbed area for infrastructure (HNF 3239)

. Estimated disturbed area for Phase I facilities (CCN: 012779)

. Changes in the assumed location for construction borrow material for Phase I (CCN: 012779)

. Larger Phase II waste vitrification facilities (HNF-SD-WM-SP-012, Rev. 1)

. Changes in the disposal concept for the vitrified LAW from vaults to remote-handled trenches (Taylor 1999).

New Information

Land use, page 3-32

There are no alternatives evaluated in the TWRS EIS that would bound the results of the land use impacts evaluated for the current
planning baseline. However, when compared to the TWRS EIS the increased impacts calculated for the current planning baseline is
small and represents an additional 5% temporary land disturbance and an additional 1% permanent land disturbance of the 200
Areas’ 2,600 ha (6,400 ac). This is also within the committed land use designation as stated in DOE/EIS-0222. Therefore, none of
the increased Phase I and Phase II impacts shown in Table 3.14 substantially change the understanding of impacts to land use
presented in the TWRS EIS.

Industrial

All but one reference are to an "industrial worker" in the risk assessment. Last reference is American Industrial Hygiene Agency

Recreational, page 3-29

The TWRS EIS concluded that potential land use commitments would not conflict with land uses in the area of the Hanford Site
immediately surrounding the 200 Areas and recreational resources. The remaining references are for a recreational user in the risk
assessment.

Residential, page 3-51

All references are to a "residential farmer" in the risk assessment.
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Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially

involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE REVIEW
[C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE REVIEW
[D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).
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B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section BS5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

X] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).F

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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Form ID = 030

EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) Relicensing of the Priest Rapids Hydroelectric Project

(P-2114-116) in Washington State Issued: November 17, 2006

Purpose of Item or Document: EIS on relicensing of the Grant PUD Priest Rapids Hydroelectric Project

Reviewer (print and sign name): Paul Seeley Date: 2-13-2008

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 132
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 453 e Residential 23
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 85 e Preservation 13
e Land use designation /Land-use | 5 e Conservation 63
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 1 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 15 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and

Location

Associated Text

L.

No text cited.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

Universe.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear
materials management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further
review.

DX Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further

implicate Hanford. review.

(potentially involve) | [X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

land use at Hanford. Shoreline land use in Hanford Reach

Hanford? Monument

B3a. Is there [ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or | NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

information to
evaluate land use at
Hanford?

X Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a
decision been
reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to
the specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the
action, allowing further evaluation under this SA.
Specify decision maker: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or

[D]).

X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use

designation.
B4a. Did land-use | [X] No. The land-use designation did not change. No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.
designation
change? [ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Proceed to B4a(i).
Provide specific citation:
B4a(i). Did [ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.
DOE formally | map.
change land- [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map. | Proceed to B4b.
use map? Provide specific citation:

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not
modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were
modified. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did [ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.
DOE formally | designation.
change land- [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.
use designation. Provide specific citation:
designation?
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in | NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied. review.
procedures X No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in | Proceed to B6.
applied? Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.
B6. Were X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further
functional RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. review.
equivalents of the Specify which process: NEPA
CLUP policy and [ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a Proceed to B7.
procedures RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.
applied?
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B7. Was there
public involvement
in the decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and/or the general public.
Specify date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include
interaction with tribal representatives, State and local
government officials and/or stakeholders and the
general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further
review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

[ ] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Yakima River Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study; Benton, Yakima, and Kittitas Counties,
Washington AGENCY: Bureau of Reclamation, Interior. ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a combined Planning Report and Environmental
Impact Statement [Federal Register: December 29, 2006 (Volume 71, Number 250)] [Notices] [Page 78463-78464]

Purpose of Item or Document: NOI from Bureau of Reclamation to prepare a combined planning report and EIS on the Yakima River

Basin Water Storage Feasibility Study.

Reviewer (print and sign name): Paul Seeley

Date: 2-13-2008

Summary of Evaluation Results:

X] Eliminated at Initial Screening

[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]

[ ] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: <] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

L.

No text cited.

Initial Screening Result: [X] Eliminate item/document from further review.

[ ] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

[ ] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).
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Bda(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

formally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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[] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: UPPER COLUMBIA ALTERNATIVE FLOOD CONTROL AND FISH OPERATIONS COLUMBIA

RIVER BASIN FINAL EIS

Purpose of Item or Document: Evaluate impacts of alternative flood control operations at Libby 'Dam and the implications of these

operations on flow augmentation for fish population in Kootenai, Flathead and Columbia River

Reviewer (print and sign name): Paul Seeley

Date: 2-13-2008

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
X No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ | None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 74
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential 16
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 18 e Preservation 34
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 51
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 18 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

L.

No text cited.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

X] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker:

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

X] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
[ ] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).
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Bda(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

[ ] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

formally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

[] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

APP D-119

3 0of4



HNF-36772 REV 0

Form ID = 032

[] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: ACCELERATED TANK CLOSURE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT DOE/EA-1462

Purpose of Item or Document: Evaluate impacts of placing stabilizing grout layer in 100 series underground tank in C- Tank farm at

Hanford as a closure demonstration project.

Reviewer (print and sign name): Paul Seeley

Date: 21 January 2008

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] Xl No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 4 e Recreational
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site 0 e Residential
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 14 e Preservation
e Land use designation /Land-use | 1 e Conservation

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning

e HCPEIS 0 e End state

e Industrial 6 e 4351
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword and

Associated Text

Location
L. Comprehensive 4.6 LAND USE
Land Use Plan,
page 17 The ATCD Project would be consistent with current land use as defined by the Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-

Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/EIS-0222F) and its associated Record of Decision (64 FR 61615).
The Central Plateau (200 East and West Areas) was designated as an "industrial-exclusive" area capable of supporting
waste treatment, storage, and/or disposal activities for hazardous, dangerous, radioactive, nonradioactive wastes and
related activities.

2 Land Use, page
24

5.6 LAND USE

The Central Plateau (200 East and West Areas) are designated as an "industrial-exclusive" area capable of supporting
waste treatment, storage, and/or disposal activities for hazardous, dangerous, radioactive, nonradioactive wastes and
related activities. There would be no change in land use as a result of the ATCD Project. Because there are no lands
designated as prime farmlands in the ATCD Project area, there would be no impacts to such lands by the ATCD
Project. The ATCD Project is consistent with the current land use designation for the 200 Areas and would not affect
the land use of the area.

Initial Screening Result: [ ] Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action [] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.
implicate (potentially | Hanford.
involve) land use at DX Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.
Hanford? Hanford.
APP D-122
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B3a. Is there sufficient
information to evaluate
land use at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] — Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

IX] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

X] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] — Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.
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B6. Were functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).F

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Settlement Agreement re: "Washington v. Bodman," Civil no. 2:03-cv-05018-AAM, January 6, 2006

Purpose of Item or Document: Settled lawsuit on HSW EIS

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] [ ] No Effect [G] X No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site > e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0

e Industrial 0 e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A, pg. 1

1. The parties agree that the existing scope of the TC EIS will be expanded to the TC&WM EIS.

2. When completed, the TC&WM EIS will supercede the HSW EIS. Ecology is a Cooperating Agency

2, N/A, pg. 4

Signed by Ines Triay, EM, 01/06/06

Signed by Jay Manning, Ecology, 01/06/06

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use

at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE/Ecology

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] — Proceed to Section BS5.

formally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] — Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the

CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

X] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

X] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting): in 2004, after issuance of the HSW EIS, the
State of Washington amended its 2003 lawsuit

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).H

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Sitewide Institutional Controls Plan for Hanford CERCLA Response Actions, (DOE/RL-2001-41,

Revision 1, December 2006)

Purpose of Item or Document: Provides IC Plan for Hanford CERCLA Response Actions

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] X] No Effect [F] [] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 4 e Recreational 3
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 2
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 97 e Preservation 3
e Land use designation /Land-use | 4 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 1 e Zoning 3
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 2
e Industrial 10 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No.

Keyword and
Location

Associated Text

comprehensive
land use plan,
pg. 3-12

The land-use policies, real property management process, and implementing procedure requirements are integrated into
the RL Integrated Management System and contractor procedures. The comprehensive land-use plan for the Site is
presented in DOE/EIS-0222-F, Final Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement, and
contains the land-use map, land-use definitions, and the land-use policies that the DOE uses to manage land use and its
interactions with the local governments.

The DOE manages changes to land use and the use requests through a process involving the local stakeholders, Tribal
Nations, and affected local governments. Chapter 6.0 of DOE/EIS-0222-F describes how the cooperating agencies with
land-use authority, and affected Tribal governments, advise the DOE on land-use and resource-management issues such
as considering proposals for changes to land use and land-use requests that are not in conformance with DOE/EIS-0222-
F.

The review process for site-specific land use and use requests is defined in Chapter 6.0 of DOE/EIS-0222-F. To ensure
compatibility with DOE/EIS-0222-F, any proposed changes in land use must be submitted to the DOE Real Estate
Office.

The RL Site Realty Office reviews and approves the disposition of land. Before the transfer, sale, or lease of any
property subject to cleanup under CERCLA is conducted, the DOE assesses whether the property is subject to
institutional controls requirements based on the corresponding CERCLA decision documents. The DOE will notify the
EPA and the state before any such transaction in accordance with the Sitewide institutional controls requirements and
applicable requirements in the CERCLA decision documents and work plans. Notification of a land-use action or a real
property action occurs in accordance with Tri-Party Agreement requirements.

N/A

Revision 0, December 2006, superceded by Revision 1. Identical language regarding comprehensive land use plan.
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Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: DOE

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).

X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and

BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).
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B4b(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use
designation?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use
designation.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS5.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use
designation. Provide specific citation:

Proceed to Section B5.

B5. Were CLUP
policy and procedures
applied?

X] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process:

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a
RCRA, CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).F

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement
NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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Form ID = 036

EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: TRANSMITTAL OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE,
COMPENSATION, AND LIABILITY ACT (CERCLA) NON-TIME CRITICAL REMOVAL ACTION MEMORANDUM FOR PLUTONIUM
FINISHING PLANT, ABOVE-GRADE STRUCTURES (RL letter 05-AMCP-0242, MAY 2, 2005) [Approved by Ecology May 1, 2005]

Purpose of Item or Document: Action Memo for NTCRA for PFP Above-grade Structures

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [ ] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ | None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 1 (structural)
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e [Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 2
e Industrial 0 (in context) e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A, pg. 1

This Action Memorandum documents approval of the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) proposed Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980 removal action as described herein for
the Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP) above-grade' structures. The PFP above-grade structures consist of processing,
support and administrative buildings located within the PFP Facility on the Hanford Site in the 200 West Area,
approximately 51 kilometers (32 miles) northwest of Richland, Washington.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action [ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.
implicate (potentially | Hanford.

involve) land use at DX] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford? Hanford.

B3a. Is there [ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient information | evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

to evaluate land use | ] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

at Hanford?

potential land use changes at Hanford.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
specific action. REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action, Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS.
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: Ecology
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: CERCLA

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

APP D-135

3 of4



HNF-36772 REV 0

Form ID = 036

B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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Form ID = 037

EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: Action Memorandum for the Non-Time-Critical Removal Action for the 224-T Plutonium
Concentration Facility (DOE/RL-2004-68, June 2005) [Approved by Ecology, June 30, 2005].

Purpose of Item or Document: Action Memo for NTCRA for 224-T

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 1 (structural)
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 2
e Industrial 3, refering to clean-up e 435.1 0
standards
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A, pg. 1

This Action Memorandum documents approval of the proposed non-time-critical removal action described herein for the
224-T Plutonium Concentration Facility (224-T Facility), located on the I[anford Site, Richland, Washington. The 224-T
Facility is located adjacent to the T Plant Complex in the 200 West Area, but is not within the T Plant Complex
treatment, storage and/or disposal (TSD) boundary: Highway 240 is to the southwest of the T Plant Complex, and the
Columbia River is north-northwest. The 224-T Facility is a deactivated plutonium concentration facility that formerly
was associated with the T Plant Complex. In addition, a portion of the facility was later utilized as a Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 TSD container storage unit known as the 224-T Transuranic Waste
Storage and Assay Facility (TRUSAF).

2. industrial, pg.
20

» Comparing analytical results with industrial clean-up standards. These standards will be the same as the standards used
for the 200 Area remedial actions.

« If the results are below the industrial clean-up standards, then no further action is necessary under this removal action.
Results will be documented in the administrative record through appropriate closure documentation.

» If the results are above industrial clean-up standards, then a work plan addendum to identify follow-on actions will be
negotiated between DOE, Ecology and EPA. These actions may include no further action, perfomting additional
removal, or deferring to a later remedial action.

Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action [ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.
implicate (potentially | Hanford.
involve) land use at IX] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.
Hanford? Hanford.
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B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: Ecology

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and BS5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

IX] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.
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B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: CERCLA

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: ACTION MEMORANDUM #2 FOR THE 300 AREA FACILITIES [Approved by EPA, May 10,
2006]

Purpose of Item or Document: NTCRA for 324&327 Buildings

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 1 (context)
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 1

designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)

e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0

e HCPEIS 0 e End state 2

e Industrial 1 (context) e 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A, pg. 1

The purpose of this action memorandum is to document approval of the non-time critical removal action described

herein for the 324 Building, 327 Building, and associated ancillary facilities, located in the 300 Area of the Hanford Site.

Initial Screening Result: [ ] Eliminate item/document from further review. [X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility Proceed to B2.
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

B2. Does the action [] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.
implicate (potentially | Hanford.

involve) land use at DX] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at Proceed to B3a.

Hanford? Hanford.

B3a. Is there [ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
sufficient information | evaluate potential land use at Hanford. REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

to evaluate land use | [X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate Proceed to B3b.

at Hanford?

potential land use changes at Hanford.

B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
specific action. REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action, Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: EPA
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FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).
X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and B5.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

X] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B5.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section BS5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: CERCLA

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.

B7. Was there public
involvement in the
decision?

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials
and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:

Proceed to B7a.

[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
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B7a. Were
public
comments
resolved?

[ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved.
Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
meeting):

NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.

[ ] No. Public comments were not resolved.

Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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Form ID = 039

EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: EXPLANATION OF SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES FOR THE 300-FF-2 OPERABLE UNIT
RECORD OF DECISION, June 2003 [see Letter, 03-RCA-0302, dated July 9, 2003, transmitting to EPA and Ecology)

Purpose of Item or Document: ESD for 300-FF-2 OU, 2003

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [ ] No Effect [B] [ ] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[ ] No Effect [E] [] No Effect [F] X No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[ ] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [ ] None. [X] Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 2 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 2, refering to 300 Area o 4351 0
Industrial Complex
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword
and Location

Associated Text

1. N/A, pg. 1

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA-the lead regulatory agency), the Washington State Department of

Ecology (Ecology-the support regulatory agency), and the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE-the responsible agency),
hereafter referred to as the Tri-Parties, are issuing this Explanation of Significant Differences (ESD) to provide notice of
a change to the uranium cleanup level identified in the Record ofDecision for the 300-FF-2 Operable Unit, Hanford Site'

(hereafter referred to as the 300-FF-2 Record of Decision [ROD]). Additionally, this ESD serves to clarify three key
points: (1) Revisions of the Remedial Design Report/Remedial Action Work Plan (RDR/RAWP) will be performed
annually, or as appropriate, but not more frequently than once per calendar year; (2) The annual institutional controls

reporting date shall be consistent with and included in the Sitewide Institutional Controls Plan for Hanford CERCLA

Response Actions (DOE/RL-2001-41, Rev. 0, July 2002); and, (3) Language regarding the use of noncontiguous
facilities at the Hanford Site for waste treatment and disposal will be clarified in this ESD.

Initial Screening Result: [ ]| Eliminate item/document from further review.

[X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

DX] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?

[ ] No. There is not enough information to assess or
evaluate potential land use at Hanford.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [C] - Eliminate item from further review.

[X] Yes. There is sufficient information to evaluate
potential land use changes at Hanford.

Proceed to B3b.
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B3b. Has a decision
been reached on the
action?

[ ] No. A decision has not been made pertaining to the
specific action.

NOT RIPE FOR DECISION; DEFER FOR FUTURE
REVIEW [D] — Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. A decision has been made regarding the action,
allowing further evaluation under this SA. Specify
decision maker: Tri-Parties

Proceed to assess B4a, B4b and B5.

FURTHER
EVALUATION?

[ ] No. Verify item/document is eliminated above (No Effect [A] or [B]; Defer For Future Review [C] or [D]).

[X] Yes. Continue with evaluation; respond to B4a, B4b and

BS.

Note to Reviewer: Use

of a more stringent risk-based level or clean-up standard does

not equate to a change in land-use designation.

B4a. Did land-use
designation change?

DX] No. The land-use designation did not change.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. The land-use designation did change. Provide
specific citation:

Proceed to B4a(i).

B4a(i). Did DOE
formally change
land-use map?

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use map.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section B4b.

[ ] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use map.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b.

B4b. Did land-use
map change?

X] No. The land-use map boundaries were not modified.

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

[ ] Yes. The land-use map boundaries were modified.
Provide specific citation:

Proceed to B4b(i).

B4b(i). Did DOE

[ ] No. DOE did not formally change the land-use

No Effect [E] - Proceed to Section BS.

formally change | designation.

land-use [] Yes. DOE did formally change the land-use Proceed to Section B5.

designation? designation. Provide specific citation:
B5. Were CLUP [ ] Yes. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in NO EFFECT [F] - Eliminate item from further review.
policy and Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were applied.

procedures applied?

X] No. CLUP policy and procedures as outlined in
Chapter 6 of the HCP EIS were not applied.

Proceed to B6.

B6. Were Functional
equivalents of the
CLUP policy and
procedures applied?

X] Yes. The action/decision was subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process. Specify which
process: CERCLA

NO EFFECT [G] - Eliminate item from further review.

[] No. The action/decision was not subjected to a RCRA,
CERCLA, TPA, and/or NEPA process.

Proceed to B7.
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B7. Was there public
involvement in the

[ ] Yes. The action/decision included interaction with
tribal representatives, State and local government officials

Proceed to B7a.

decision? and/or stakeholders and/or the general public. Specify
date/nature of interaction:
[ ] No. The action/decision did not include interaction Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.
with tribal representatives, State and local government
officials and/or stakeholders and the general public.
B7a. Were [ ] Yes. Public comment resolution was achieved. NO EFFECT [H] - Eliminate item from further review.
public Specify resolution method (e.g., letter, unit manager
comments meeting):
resolved? [ ] No. Public comments were not resolved. Proceed to B8, DOE Significance Determination.

X] Item/Document is eliminated above (No Effect [E], [F], [G], [H]).G

[ ] B8. DOE Significance Determination is required.

CERCLA = Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
CLUP = Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

DOE = Department of Energy

HCP EIS = Hanford Comprehensive Land-Use Plan Environmental Impact Statement

NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

TPA = Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (aka "Tri-Party Agreement")
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EVALUATION FORM

No.

Item or Document Title and Revision: EXPLANATION OF SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES FOR THE 100 AREA REMAINING SITES

INTERIM REMEDIAL ACTION RECORD OF DECISION, February 2004

Purpose of Item or Document: Provide notice of three significant changes to the 100 Area remaining sites interim

remedial action ROD

Reviewer (print and sign name): MT Jansky

Date: 02/06/08

Summary of Evaluation Results:

[ ] Eliminated at Initial Screening
[ ] No Effect [A] [] No Effect [B] [] Defer [C] [ ] Defer [D]
[] No Effect [E] [ ] No Effect [F] X] No Effect [G] [] No Effect [H]

[] DOE Significance Determination is Required.

CANDIDATE DOCUMENT INITIAL SCREENING

Keywords Found: [X] None. [ | Yes. Specify keywords and number of occurrences:

Keyword Occurrences Keyword Occurrences
e Comprehensive Land Use 0 e Recreational 0
Plan/CLUP
e Hanford (only non-site e Residential 0
documents)
e Land use/Land-Use 0 e Preservation 0
e Land use designation /Land-use | 0 e Conservation 0
designation (classification may
be used instead of designation)
e Land Use Map/Land-Use Map 0 e Zoning 0
e HCPEIS 0 e End state 0
e Industrial 0 o 4351 0
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ITEM/DOCUMENT EVALUATION

No. | Keyword Associated Text
and Location

1. N/A, pg. 1 provide notice of three significant changes to the 100 Area remaining sites interim
remedial action ROD (EPA 1999). These changes are:
1. Add 28 waste sites.
2. Add 10 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) 1022 and 40 CFR Part 6, Appendix A as applicable or relevant and
appropriate requirements (ARARS).
3. Revise the annual institutional controls report submittal date to be consistent with the requirements contained in the
Hanford sitewide institutional controls report, titled Sitewide Institutional Controls Plan for Hanford CERCLA Response
Actions (DOE-RL 2001).

2 N/A, pg. 1 Additionally, there are two clarifications to the ROD, which do not require issuance of an ESD, but are included in this
ESA These are:
1. Clarify that when any new waste sites are discovered, in areas where rernediaton activities are being conducted
pursuant to the ROD, remedial actions on the new waste site(s) could take place before the ESD is approved in
circumstances when the waste site characteristics qualify for the plug-in approach of the selected remedy of
remove/treat/dispose (RTD). In such circumstances, an ESD will be issued as soon as practicable to notify the public of
the additional waste site(s) to be addressed under the ROD.
2. Clarify that waste disposal at the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility (ERDF) shall comply with the revision
of the ERDF waste acceptance criteria (BIR 2003) in effect at the time of disposal.

3, N/A Ecology, 02/09/04; DOE, 4/26/04; EPA, 3/31/04
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Initial Screening Result: [ | Eliminate item/document from further review.

X] Continue with evaluation/Include in Document Universe.

Bl. Does the action
pertain to primary
DOE- Hanford
programs?

[ ] No. The action does not deal with Hanford Site
facility operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

NO EFFECT [A] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action deals with Hanford Site facility
operations, waste management, nuclear materials
management, or clean up.

Proceed to B2.

B2. Does the action
implicate (potentially
involve) land use at
Hanford?

[ ] No. The action has nothing to do with land use at
Hanford.

NO EFFECT [B] - Eliminate item from further review.

X] Yes. The action could/does involve land use at
Hanford.

Proceed to B3a.

B3a. Is there
sufficient information
to evaluate land use
at Hanford?
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