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III. Cor ter Equipment

Tasks performed by technical staff invariably require the use of personal
computers. Given our workload requirements, we cannot delay the purchase of this

equipment.

IV. " -horato— “osts

Costs under this object are necessary to provide independent assurance that
environmental data generated under the TPA are of documented quality, and satisfy
quality assurance and quality control requirements for their intended use.
During FY 91 we intend to collect and analyze split samples during the following
activities: geological investigations; surface water and sediment
investigations; vadose zone investigations; ground water, and other environmental
investigations. )

Hiring of the lead person responsible for these actiwities is temporarily
deferred pending grant approval. Field activities are anticipated beginning in
April, 1991. This delay in hiring has resulted in a "scaling back" of our
original request of $§112,000 to $45,000. Analytical cost estimates are based
on averaged laboratory costs of $4,100/sample for chemical and physical analysis
of surface, ground water, and vadose zone samples. These estimates assume
samples which contain a radiocactive content not greater than 1 millirem.

V. Yakima Indian Nation

The Department of Ecology continues to be concerned that Yakima Indian Nation
concerns are heard and incorporated throughout the course of past-practice site
investigations. We have consequently included monies within our grant requests
to ensure the development of a meaningful dialogue between the Yakimas and the
State. We share your concern that duplicative grants should be avoided.
However, we do not agree that this necessitates a single grant direct to the
Yakimas. I would appreciate you forwarding me a copy of DOE’s pending YIN grant
so that we may continue to pursue an effective relationship with the Yakimas.

VI. Grant Continuance

As you are aware, Ecology’s current RCRA and CERCLA grant awards expire on
October 31, 1990. In your October 2, 1991, letter you stated that prior to
approval of Ecology’s FY 91 grant requests DOE plans to continue Ecology funding
at a monthly spending rate of $188,832. Please note that an allocation of this
amount would prove far from adequate for Ecology to meet its respomsibilities
under the TPA. Monthly payroll expenditures alone, for Project RCRA and CERCLA
activities, total $155,262 (this total includes payroll, benefits, and overhead).
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RCRA Travel Costs -~ FY 91
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OUT-OF-!{ \TE TRAVEL

Meet:

's, Conferences, Seminars, Traini
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22 trips per year @ $1,664 = $36,608
6 trips per year @ $1,064 = __ 6,384

NOTE:

mty-five percent of all t1 )s were estimated to be overnight stays.
For each overnight trip, car rental is calculated for two days.
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TOTAL IN-STATE TRAVEL

TOTAL OUT-OF-STATE TRAVEL

GRAND TOTAL TRAVEL CO
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128,008
42,992
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$171,000
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Summary of Projected FY 1991 Activities
In Support of CERCLA and RCRA/HESWA Program Development

Under the Hanford Federal ™--°'“‘{ Agre: : Consent Order.

Projected Activities For FY 1991

Numerous programmatic, policy and technical Lssues related to implementation of
the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement -~ 1 Consent Order were addressed in

FY 1990 by the Hanford Project, CERCLA Unit in coordination with USDOE and EPA.
Many of these issues will continue into FY 1991, or will likely be replaced with
similar issues. These igsues and associated activities are either related to
general requirements for implementation of the Tri-Party Agreement, or are of
site-wide significance, and not readily identifiable to a specific operable unit.
Thegse issues and activities include, but are not limited to the following:

o Action Plan update activities; meetings and correspondence

o Review of proposed Tri-Party Agreement proceduresfand addendum,
including EII’'s

o Discussions, review and final approval of the Hanford Past
Practice Work Plan Strategy

o Meetings with EPA and USDOE regarding CERCLA/RCRA integration, preparation
of Hanford Site Past Practice Work Plan Guidance document

o Review and approval of Hanford Site Expedited Remedial Actions

o Joint EPA/Ecology responses to Hanford Site removal actions

o Review and approval of the Liquid Effluent Study

) Review d comment on ISV :atability testing, other
alt iative technologic

o Development of NEPA/SEPA'compliance and land use policies

o Review and approval of risk assessment models

o] Review and approval of performance assessment models

o Quality assurance/quality control audits of historical and new Hanford
Site data

o Meetings, discussions and correspondence with Washington State

Department of-Environmental Health regarding data and risk assess 1t

o Inter-agency data management, including establishing remote access
to HEIS and WIDS




Hanford security. and database training for Ecology personnel
Hanford Project information gy;tems development and coordination
Hanford Project GIS program development

Evaluation of ARC/INFO systems

Development, review and approval of ARARs, potential
remediation standards

Review, comment and meetings on USDOE "North Slope Investigation Report."
Participation in Quarterly Public Meetings
Activities related to contractual support

Internal Hanford Project program development, including hiring and
training new staff
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