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8 February 1995
R. Doug Hildebrand
U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550, M/S AS-55
Richland, Washington 99352
Subject: GENERAL CTUIR COMMENTS CONCERNING HANFORD SITEW]ZDE .

GROUNDWATER PROTECTION MANAGEMENT PLAN

Dear Doug:

Technical staff of the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR) offer
the following general comments on the Hanford Sitewide Groundwater Protection ‘
Management Plan (GPMP), DOE/RL-89-12, Rev. 2, Draft A. In the interest of shortness and
avoiding duplication of concerns shared but already well expressed by other interested parties,
especially Ecology, CTUIR staff outline these comments in bullet form below.

 This is one of the better written documents CTUIR staff have seen ¢« : out of DOE
recently. This comment pertains only to writing style, and not to substance of the document.
As is common practice in the rest of the scientific community, authors names should be listed
in reports.

o CTUIR staff believe that Ecology comments, dated 21 December 1994, summarize many
widespread concemns about the major deficiencies, purpose, and direction of the draft GPMP
that CTUIR staff also share. CTUIR staff will not duplicate all these valid concerns here, but
we find little to disagree with in Ecology's comments. Incorporation of Ecology
recommendations would go a long way in fulfilling the true and intended purpose of requiring
this plan's development and implementation. DOE must thoroughly respond to each and
every general and specific concem cited in their letter in order to develop an effective and
implementable GPMF" . RECELV cL
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o CTU. staff particularly echo Ecology concemns and requests about:

- The need for an actual plan

- The need to expand, reorganize, and correctly title document sections

- The need for an implementation mechanism and schedule

- "The coordinating group should be set up to implement what is specified within this
GPMP" (Ecology comments, p. 10). Chapter 7 should be the real __ts of this
document, describing how real protection will be accomplished and will be
facilitated by this group of program managers: ™™ don't just talk about it.

- The need to formally include ongoing tribal participation in the process '

- Provide data/maps about known contaminants/extent/remedial priorities/etc.

- More thorough incorporation and prioritization of remediation objectives and goals-
(Ecology: "There is no real discussion of which plumes should be addressed
first and likely remediation options."). Remediation clearly will be a critical
groundwater protection strategy. E

- Provide data/maps about estimated future discharges from new or planned
treatment/disposal facilities and expectable impacts to groundwater, -+
groundwater protection efforts, and the Columbia River ecosystem . - i

- Address septic systems (Ecology: "equivalent to those of a small city"), dlscharges
and their impacts to groundwater and groundwater protection '

- Recognition that source control, including the vadose zone, is essential to any

successful groundwater protection plan, and development of a source control
plan
The need for a long-term perspective

» The GPMP must outline an actual plan, not just list current activities.

« The GPMP defines a key remediation strategy to "control the migration of plumes that
threaten or continue to further degrade groundwater quality beyond the boundaries of the
Central Plateau" (p. 33). How will this be accomplished so as to ensure_long-term
groundwater protection?

+ Groundwater/river interaction mechanisms and characterization are critical to better
understanding contaminant discharge rates and mechanisms, the role and influence of river
bank and river bottom springs, and the effectiveness of remedial and protective measures that
are adopted. These important issues deserve more attention and specifics than are provided.

« The GPMP must identify current groundwater protection deficiencies (e.g., vadose zone
characterization and control, source control, or continued discharges to the ground, regardless
of what they are called or how they are characterized), and offer action-directed strategies to
eliminate them. "Currently, less than 11 billion liters (3 billion gallons) of liquid effluents are












