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STATE OF WASHINGTON 

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 

0048472 
053351 

1701 S 24th Avenue • Yakima , Washington 98902-5720 • {.509} 575-2740 FAX {509) 575-2474 
c/o Department of Ecology 

17 November, 1997 

John P. Sands 

1315 W 4th Ave, Kennewick, WA 99336 

U.S. Department of Energy 
P.O. Box 550 (MS: HO-12) 
Richland, WA 99352 

Dear Mr. Sands: 

RECEIVED 

NOV 1 9 1997 

DOE-RUDIS 

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) appreciates the opportunity to 
provide comments on the document titled Phase I Feasibility Study for the Canyon 
Disposition Initiative (221-U Facility), DOE/RL-97-11, Rev.0. 

WDFW concurs with the recommendation to proceed with the next phase of analysis for 
alternatives 1, 3, 4, and 6. We also agree that alternative 5 should not be considered any 
further since it would entomb mostly clean geological resources and would not make 
efficient use of these resources. 

Future analysis for alternative 1 should consider the endpoint of using the trench created 
during the decommissioning of the facility for future waste management activities, e.g. a 
low level burial ground, instead of a greenfield condition. 

We would like to be kept informed of the 221-U Facility disposition as the CERCLA 
process progresses. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at 736-3095 . 

Sincerely, / ~ -

/ 17'(v--, -
I Ja1JKcConnaugh($ 
v I--fulfu~t Biologist, Hanford Site 

cc: 
Geoff Tallent, Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council, Chair 
Shri Mohan, Ron Skinnarland, Ecology 
Brent Renfrow, WDFW 
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