





vitrification process, identify opportunities, and develop a public participation plan best suited to
each opportunity. A list of key principles to guide public involvement is also included in the advice.

Public Involvement

The Public Involvement Committee introduced, and the Board adopted, consensus advice regarding
Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) agencies’ process for responding to public input. The committee
stressed the need for all agencies to respond in a timely and productive manner to the public. The
consensus advice recommended several modes of communication and mechanisms for creating an
increased level of trust and communication between the agencies and the public.

Hanford Advisory Board Page ii
Revised Meeting Summary March 25-26, 1999



HANFORD ADVISORY BOARD
Revised Meeting Summary
March 25-26, 1999
Richland, Washington

This is only a summary of issues and actions in this meeting. It may not represent the fullness of ideas discussed or
opinions given and should not be used as a substitute for actual public involvement or public comment on any
particular topic unless specifically identified as such.

The meeting was called to order by Merilyn Reeves, Chair (Public-at-La :). The meeting was

open to the public. Four public comment periods were provided at 11:45 a.m. on Thursday and
Friday, at 4:45 p.m. on Thursday, and at 2:30 p.m. on Friday.

Members present are listed in Attachment 1, as are members of the public and others attending.
Shelley Cimon, Oregon Hanford Waste Board (State of Oregon) had an excused abs ce. Board
seats not represented were Richard Berglund, Central Washington Building Trades (Hanford Work
Force), Rick Leaumont, Lower Columbia Audubon Society (Local Environmental), and Robert
Larson, Benton-Franklin Council of Governments (Local Government Interests).

ANNNTNCEMENTS MAI JFuEUT THE MEETING

[Items are listed in chronological order rather than in the order made. Announcements with no dates are listed last.]

e Merilyn Reeves introduced Dan Berkovitz, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Plani 1g, Policy, and
Budget (EM-20), U.S. Department of Energy Headquarters (DOE-HQ).

e P: 77 iger, DOE, announced that the new Hanford site manager will be Keith Klein, former
acting manager at the Waste Isolation Pilot Plat (W.. 2) Carlsbad, New Mexico. The new
Office of River Protection (ORP) manager will be Dick French, formally with Kaiser in the Tri-
Cities area. More recently he has been an independent consultant.

e Ken Niles, Oregon Office of Energy (State of Oregon), announced that the first shipment of
transur  : (TRU) waste to WIPP was postponed due to foe.

e Todd Martin, Hanford Education Action League (....AL) ona, ..virc T )s
stated that the HEAL Board has decided to close the organization.

e Betty .ubbutt, Washington League of Women Voters (Regional Environmental/Citizen), stated
that she has asked Todd Martin to be her alternate.

e Wayne Martin, Non-Union, Non-Management Employees (Hanford Work Force), announced
that he has accepted a management position with Pacific Northwest National Laboratory
(PNNL) and is resigning from the Hanford Advisory Board (HAB). Susan Leckband will be
sitting in his seat until a replacement is found.

e Max Power, Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology), announced that Leon
Swenson has filled the vacant Public-At-Large seat. Leon brings a technical background as well
as excellent skills in consensus building and working with a wide variety of opinions. The
University seat has been filled by Tim Takaro from the University of Washington College of

Engineering. His alternates will be Joel Lassman and David Stensel who both have experience
with groundwater issues on the site.

Hanford Advisory Board Page 1
Revised Meeting Summary March 25-26, 1999









whether or not DOE-Richland (DOE-RL) should fund transuranic waste (TRU) retrieval instead of
the operation of Waste Receiving and Processing (WRAP) for TRU waste shipping and preparation.
WIPP funds the cost of transportation of waste to New Mexico, so the site does not save money by
not sending waste. Also, the Board should comment on whether additional funding in the ER
program should be put toward soil cleanup or reactor interim safe storage.

Gerry Pollet complimented DOE on the quick compilation of notes from the various public
meetings. He asked when the response to comments document will be completed. Lloyd Piper
answered that the target was to distribute the document by the end of April.

oug Sherwood, EPA, stated that EPA agreed with Lloyd Piper’s characterizatic oftl major
themes expressed by the public. The public voiced concerns regarding fu funding to meet TPA
commitments and the desire to cease funding non-cleanup activities with cleanup funds. The public
expressed concern for privatization in FY2001 and the need for a $606 million set aside
appropriation. Congress is only setting aside $100 million today. A large regional support effort is
needed to get the required increase in funding from Congress. In addition, there is a lack of

confidence in DOE management’s ability to clean-up Hanford cleanup due to the many acting
positions, management changes, and high turnover rate.

Laura Cusack, Ecology, stated that she agreed with Lloyd Piper and Doug Sherwood’s
characterizations of public meetings. The main concerns expressed were the critical needs gap and
inds being used for non cleanup activities not based on TPA or regulatory requirements. Ecology
shares those concerns and expects DOE to request funding to meet these activities. Concerns were
expressed about the tank waste treatment plant and the costs associated with : contracting and

financing alternatives being considered. There was a plea to Ecology to require faster startup, more
treatment, and enforceable milestones.

T-+=~duction of Budget Advice

Merilyn Reeves noted that this is the sixth year that the Board has commented on the budget. Gerry
Pollet explained that the major themes of the advice were expressed on the first page. He anked

vard m¢ bers fort r contributions and the hard work they put into drafting of the advice.
_.._explained that the wvice addres ¢ T by L P

Merilyn Reeves said that a Sounding Board would be held directly after the presentation of ¢
budget advice in which Board members could express their constituents’ opinion on the following

question: “What are the words that express the deep concern of the Board and the urgency of the
funding needs?”

Harold Heacock, Tri-Cities Industrial Development Council (TRIDEC) (Local Business Interests),
provided an overview of the TWRS vitrification portion of the advice. The introductory section
addresses the need to make the program a high priority and to construct a vitrification facility. The
TWRS program has been broken into several topic areas including: vitrification and ongoing
TWRS operations, ORP, the compliance shortfall, and additional work need to meet TPA FY2001
milestones. The budget allocates $100 million to the sinking fund to pay for vitrification, but by
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FY2001, the requirements rise to $600 million for a number of years. The Administration has asked
Congress in the FY2000 budget for an advanced authorization for the next five years. It also
reiterates previous Board advice stating that DOE needs to examine alternative methods of
financing the project. The vitrification plant is the largest single item in the budget. The ability to
retrieve the waste and deliver in to the vitrification plant is of equal priority to the vitrification
funding itself. The committee is concerned that the FY 1999 reprogramming occur, and the money
be restored in outyears. The outyear shortfall is projected to be nearly $100 million. Another issue
of concern is that the cost of pumping the single-shell tanks (SSTs) is rising. It requires several
years to pump a tank and the activity is covered under a proposed consent decree.

Harold Heacock also presented the advice addressing the K Basins. DOE has established a baseline
and is proceeding. There is a high confidence in the schedule and completion of the job. The
process is moving into hiring, training, and staffing the operating staff. That has potential for
difficult cost control unless efficient management steps are taken. Pressure should be placed on
DOE and the contractors to achieve the baseline, and if possible to make substantial reductions to it.
An additional item included in the advice is a separate estimate for dismantling the K Basins once
removal of the waste is complete. The baseline estimate for this work is an additional $180 million
which should be included in the baseline budget estimate for the project.

Gerry Pollet stated that the strategic choice to eliminate ER is unacceptable. In addition, the linkage
between the budget prioritization process and the 2006 Plan and Paths to Closure document is
unclear. Lloyd Piper responded that the Paths to Closure document is intended to represent the
Environmental Management (EM) program based on project baselines. It is not a driver. The work
and the budget requests are driven by the baselines once funding is available, the baselines can be
modified. G¢ _ Pollet expressed concern about the use of risk assessments in the budget process.

He urged Board members to examine Merilyn Reeves’ memo on the Site-Specific Advisory Board
(SSAB) Chairs’ meeting.

The draft advice recommends that skilled workers be retained, and DOE musti rove efficiency to

accomplish work. The advice also urges that L OE Q and the site respond to comments in a timely
manner. ...€ response to last year’s budget advice wasre:  ved , Lo t

decisions were made. In addition, the advice demands that adequate funding be available to get

TRU waste out of the soil since the cost of retrieving waste from the soil will only become more
expensive over time.

Gerry Pollet noted that the solid waste forecast states that in FY1999, 55% of all low-level waste
(LLW) being disposed of on site comes from offsite. Offsite generators pay only 60% of the
incremental cost of placing a barrel in the ground, and they do not pay for construction, monitoring,
baseline costs, or even the full cost of burial. Ken Niles asked DOE to explain the process for

setting rates for offsite waste disposal at the Hanford site. Lloyd Piper stated that the rates are based
on a complex-wide policy set by DOE-HQ.

Nanci Peters, Yakama Indian Nation (Tribal Governments), reviewed the ER portion of the draft
advice. The main theme of the section is that the strategic choice by DOE-RL to eliminate the ER
program is unacceptable and does not reflect public values for protecting the region. The advice
states that pump and treat activities for the carbon and uranium plumes must continue to control 2
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No action was taken on the motion. Paul Kruger will provide the full Board information relating to
DOE badging policies and procedures. HAB committees will review their meeting locations, and
DOE will look into concerns regarding the availability of visitor badges for these meetings.

Norm Buske stated that the Board missed the point. The fundamental issue is whether a HAB
member can go and satisfy his/her responsibilities as outlined in the charter. If DOE can issue
uniform badges to all members, then the issue is solved.

AGENDA ITEM #9: UPDATES

Sqy-—-—~" P*er SSAB Meeting

Merilyn Reeves announced that her memo describing the Savannah River SSAB meeting was
available at the back table. DOE-HQ prepared formal provided the minutes for the meeting. She
urged that at least two people from the HAB attend future meetings. She asked Ken Niles to
provide some background on the conference calls he has been involved in in preparation for the May
transportation workshop at Fernald. The dates of the meeting are May 20 - May 23. There wi be
a tour of Fernald on May 21. The draft agenda should be approved by early April. The oupis
identifying core topics to use as breakout groups, including 1) issues on routing, transportation
mode and cost; 2) packaging, safety issues, and risks; 3) stakeholder involvement and
communication; and 4) notification and emergency response. Ken stated that he has provided the
group with a brief description of Hanford issues. Currently, ten attendees may come from each site.
He will provide more information to the facilitation team to be distributed to the fi Board.
Merilyn asked interested Board members to contact Ken. This will also be a topic for discussion at
the Executive Committee meeting. The HAB has the budget to send five people. Pam Brown,

Wade Riggsbee, Harold Heacock, Susan Leckband, Ken Niles, and Paige Knight expressed interest
in attending the workshop.

(Temeemeiesng Flections

Ruth Siguenza announced the results of recent the committee elections: HSWM—Pam Brown
(chair), Doug Huston (vice-chair); ER—Shelley Cimon (chair), Gordon Rogers (vice-chair); Dollars
and Sens 1 (el r), oldlF cock(vice iair)a Publ lorma
Jean Germond (chair), Ken Niles (vice-chair).

S8 4P Thairs meeting

Merilyn Reeves stated that the Hanford Site is hosting the SSAB Chairs’ meeting in September.
Susan Leckband and Madeleine Brown will help Merilyn identify information to be included in the
meeting packet. Merilyn suggested that two, half-day tours of the site would be useful and asked for
suggestions on handling tour logistics. Madeleine Brown suggested meeting participants take a boat
trip on the river. Nanci Peters announced that the Yakama Nation will host a special dinner. Susan
Leckband commented that Michael Kern, Consortium for Risk Evaluation with Stakeholder
Participation (CRESP) has offered to make the “Lego” layout of the DOE complex and its wastes

available for the meeting. Merilyn stated that there is money in the HAB budget for Board members
to attend the meeting.
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Ruth Siguenza announced that the Board received a press release stating that the ...st shipment to
WIPP arrived successfully.

~UBLIC COMMENT

Geoff Harvey, "NFL, stated that he works in public affairs for the company and wanted to make a
clarification regarding Wednesday evening’s session on privatization. BNFL had stated on
Wednesday night that the presentation was an official public meeting. It was not a public meeti

but rather an opportunity for dialogue, discussion, and interaction. He apologized for the confusion.
He has talked with several Board members about improving the public involvement process and
welcomes suggestions.

Gerry Pollet stated that the regulators had informed him that the meeting was the official public
meeting under the commitment to hoid a public meeting every six months on TWRS. Max Power
stated that it did cover that commitment as a forum for discussion. However, it was not an official
public meeting related to the NOI for the BNFL hazardous waste permit.
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Attachments

1. Attendees
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