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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIONAGENCY
REGION 10 HANFORD PROJECT OFFICE

712 SWIFT BOULEVARD, SUITE §

RICHLAND, WASHINGTON 99352

June, 18, 1993

Randall . Tulee, Policy Analyst
Environmental Restoration/Waste Management
Yakima Indian Nation

1933 Jadwin Avenue Suite 110

Richland, Washington

Re: Riverland Expedited Response Action Proposal Response
Comments

Dear Mr. Tulee:

Thank you for taking t e time to review and comment on the
Riverland Expedited Response Action (ERA) proposal.

Your comments indicated concerns related to the cultural and
ecological resources located within the Riverland Site.

To help better address your concerns a tour was held on June
15, 1993. During the tour we had an opportunity to walk over the
various waste sites and other areas of the operable unit to
identify any areas of particular concern to the Yakima Nation. I
believe that through this effort we determined that taking the
proposed action at the Riverland Site would not impact either
cultural or ecological resources important to the Yakima Nation.

You also commented regarding the revegetation efforts that
will occur after the waste sites are remediated. Conversations
with your botanist indicated that the Yakima's would like the
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) to consider planting some
endangered or threatened species native to the area during the
revegetation effort. DOE is investigating the possibility of
implementing this recommendation.

A comment was made regarding the possible surplus of the
land after cleanup occurs. This process is an internal process
within DOE and therefore EPA has no direct bearing on this issue.
However, DOE has expresse interest in returning not only the
Riverland Site but also the North Slope Area and the Arid Lands
Ecology to unrestricted land use. This is consistent with the
recommendations made by the Future Site » in
their final report.
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The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Washington

State Department of Ecology 3Icology) support the U.S. Department

of Energy's (DOE) preferred alternative of removal of pesticide

containers, contaminated soil, and removal for bioremediation of
2 diesel contaminated soi

Again, thank you for y¢ r participation in the cleanup of
the Hanford Site. 1If you have any further questions or concerns,
please cal me at (509) 376-¢{ 31.

Sincerely,

Dennis A. Faulk
Environmental Scientist

cc: Becky Austin, WHC
Jack Donnelly, Ecology
Mary Getchell, Ecolo 7
Paul Pak, DOE
Administrative Record .iverland ERA)






600 area army munitions burial site should be stated in the subject
action plan. The reasons fc¢ the (RA) are important.

As noted in the subject pl there are some homesteads located
within the Riverland area, 1 there is a large Native American
cemetery on the Riverland Ra ay area of the Hanford Reservation.
These sites could qualify the National Register of Historic
Plac s. This concern should considered in the clean up process.

3. Several species of rare plants have been located on or near the

Riverland Rail area. ' include populations of Columbia
milkvetch (Astragalus ct ianus; State Threatened, Federal
Candidate which occur on op of Umtanum Ridge above the Midway
substation and along China Bar, and are well documented. The State
Sensitive Piper’s daisy (E. @ 2ron piperianus) has been reported on
Umtanum Ridge and the st ct area may also provide suitable
habitat for Hoover’s desert parsley (Lomatium tuberosum; State
Threatened, Federal cCandi ite). Columbia yellowcress (Rorippa

columbiae; State Endangered, Federal Candidate), a wetland species
with very 1little habite remaining, has been reported in the
vicinity of Vernita. Areas above the river may provide suitable
habitat for northern wormwood (Artemisia campestris ssp. borealis

var. wormskioldii; State 1 dangered, Federal Candidate). State
Sensitive wetland species such as southern mudwort (Limosella
acaulis), dense sedge (Carex densa), false pimpernel (Lindernia

anagallidea) and shining flatsedge (Cyperus rivularis) may be
present along the river’s edge. Species on the State Monitor list,
such as crouc ing milkvetch (Astragalus succumbens), are also
present on the Riverland Railway site.

Threatened, endangered and sensitive plant species must be
considered when clean up alternatives are selected. Furthermore,

during the process of dec: g what clean up alternative is to be
implemented, the DOE shou! onsider the effects of the different
alternative actions on the 1y plant species identified as having
cultural and religious sic¢ icance to the Yakama People.

4. In addition to clean 1 , it is recommended that planning include
re-vegetation of the area. We note that many of the areas slated

for clean up have already en severely disturbed, and muc of the
r¢ aining vegetation is d¢ nated by cheat grass and noxious weeds.
Restoration should include re-vegetation with native species.

5. There are several raptors in the subject action site. The
clean up efforts should be ¢ signed so as not to affect the habitat
4 these raptors and ot 2r animals in the affect zone.

6. The past uses of the pits and ditches in and around the
Riverland Rail area ¢ oul e described. As indicated, some were
used for disposing of diesel and cleaning solvents, but some of the
ditches and pits are away from the platforms in the Riverland area.
Uses for these were not made clear in the subject action.
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