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indirectly affect land use so that they would not create unintentional conflicts with the CLUP, or
fail © forward CLUP objectives where the opportunity and ability to do so exists.

The DOE would have the final approval of all land-use decisions taking place on the
I ford Site while under DOE responsibility. The DOE Richland Operations Office would
coordinate review of Hanford land development and land-use requests, and determine, with
input from the SPAB, whethel request represents an allowable use or, special use, or whether
the request would require an amendment to the CLUP.

Cooperating Agencies and Consulting Tribal Governments

The nine cooperating agencies and consulting Tribal governments that participated in
the preparation of this Revised Draft HRA-EIS are: the U.S. Department of the Interior (Bureau
of Land Management [BLM], Bureau of Reclamation [BoR], and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service [USFWS)); the City of Richland, WA; Benton, Franklin, and Grant counties; the Nez
Perce Tribe, Department of Environmental Restoration and Waste Management; and the
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR).
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Geographic Information System

Growth Management Act

General Services Administration

Hanford Advisory Board

Hazardous Materials Management and Emergency Response
hazardous air pollutants

hectares

Hanford Cultural Resources Laboratory

Hanford Education Action League

Hanford Environmental Health Foundation

Hanford Geographic Information System (database)
Hanford Meteorological Station

Hanford Remedial Action Environmental Impact Statement and
Comprehensive Land-Use Plan

irreversible and irretrievable

Interior Columbia Basin :osystem Management Project
incremental lifetime cancer rate

Idaho National Engineering and Environmental = 1boratory
square kilometers

La: Interferometer Gravitational-Wa: Ol vatory
maximally exposed individual

square miles

Modified Mercalli intensity

Memorandum of Agreement

mixed oxide

National Ambient Air Quality Standards

naturally occurring and accelerator-produced radioactive materials
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National Contingency Plan

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
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Notice of Availability

Notice of Intent

Northwest Power Act

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
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polychlorinated biphenyl

Plutonium Finishing Plant

Prevention of Significant Deterioration

Public Utility District

Plutonium-Uranium Extraction

research and development

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976
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ES1.2

National Environmental Policy Act and O__2r Envirc _nental
Reviews

Past I d-use commitments based on other NEPA documents, as well as CERCLA
RODs addressing remediation, have had a direct impact on the development of the land-use
alternatives pres ited in the Revised Draft HRA-EIS. These documents are listed in the
following sections.

ES1.2.1

NEPA Reviews Affecting the Hanford Site

Waste Management Operations, Hanford Reservation, Richland, Washington
(ERDA-1538, December 1975)

Double-Shell Tanks for Defense High-Level Radioactive Waste Storage, Hanford
Site, Richland, Washington (DOE/EIS-0062, April 1980)

L :ommissioning of the Shippingport Atomic Power Station, Hanford Site, Richland,
Washington (DOE/E!S-0080, May 1982)

Operation of  JF.__ " and Uranium Oxide Plant Facilities, Hanford Site, Richland,
Wast jyton (C 1089, February 1983)

Disposal and Decommissioning, Defueled Naval Submarnine Reactor Plants (Lead
Agency - Department of the Navy; DOE was a Cooperating Agency) (No cument
no., May 1984)

Disposal of Hanford Defense High-Level, Transuranic and Tank Wastes, Hanford
Site, Richland, Washington (DOE/EIS-0113, December 1987)

Decommissioning of Eight Surplus Production Reactors at the Hanford Site,
Richland, Washington (DOE/EIS-0119, December 1991)

Tank Waste Remediation System, Hanford Site, Richland, Washington
(DOE/EIS-0189, August 1996)

Waste Management Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/EIS-
0200, May 1997)

Prog nmatic Spent Nuclear Fuel Management and Idaho National Engineering
Laboratory Environmental Restoration and Waste Management Programs
(DOE/EIS-0203, April 1995)

Safe Retrnieval, Trans and Intenim Storage of Hanford Tank Wastes, Hanford Site,
Richland, Washington (DOE/EIS-0212, October 1995)

Plutonium Finishing Plant Stabilization Environmental Impact Statement
(DOE. _.S-0244, May 1996)

Management of Spent Nuclear Fuel from the K Basins Hanford Site, Richland,
Washington (DOE/EIS-0245, January 1996)
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The BLM and BoR continue to retain an interest in their original property holdings prior
to the establishment of the Hanford Site. The DOE must use the land consistent with the
purposes for which they were originally acquired from BLM and BoR. Any other use of these
lands by DOE requires BLM and BoR involvement. The BLM is responsible for administering
I olic Domain land. The BoR is responsible for the ultimate development of the irrigable lands
within the Wahluke Slope, as part of the Columbia Basin Reclamation Project. Both the BLM
and oR re an interest in the Hanford resourc  and in management of those resources
over the ) term. When DOE relinquishes its withdrawals on these lands, the BLM and/or
BoR would have the right of first refusal to the land. If they choose not to accept the land, then
DOE or the Federal General Services Administration (GSA) would have the responsibility to
disp : of the land.

1 addition to BoR’s irrigation system maintenance activities, DOE lands on the Wahluke
Slope are managed in part by the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) as the
Wahluke State Wil ‘e Recreation Area and, in part, by the USFWS as the Saddle Mountain
National Wildlife Refuge.

The USFWS is managing the Fitzner-Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve (ALE
Reserve) under a cooperative agreement with DOE that was signed on August 27, 1997. The
USFWS will be pi  raring a Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP) (equivalent to an Area
Management Plan [AMP]; see Chapter ~3-6) for the ALE Reserve.

Aside from BoR, BLM, and the USFWS current management responsibilities, the U.S.
National Park Service (NPS), with DOE as a co-preparer, completed an EIS in 1994 for the
Hanfi | Reach ¢ the Columbia River. The Hanford Reach of the Columbia River,
Comprehensive River Conservation Study and Final Environmental Impact Statement (Hanford
Reach EIS) examined alternatives for preservation of the resources and features of the Hanford
Reach (including addition of the Hanford Reach to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers
System), and evaluated impacts that could result from various uses of the river. The DOI's
ROl recommended that the Congress designate Federally owned and privately owned lands
within 0.4 km (0.25 mi) of the Columbia River, on both banks from river mile 396 to 346.5 as
a Recreational River under the Wild ar Scenic Rivers System; and the portion of the
Hanford Site tt lies north of the river, as a National Wildlife Refuge that is to be managed by
the USFWS. Congress is still contemplating actions that are necessary to implement the DOI's
ROD.

In addition to the proposed wild and scenic discussions, other discussions have
occurred to swap certain parcels of land in the State of Washington from the Secretary of
E =rgy to the Secretary of the Interior, affecting ownership of about 197 km? (75 mi?) of the
Hanford Site. This swap would consolidate the scattered Benton County portion of Hanford’s
BLM Public Domain lands into an area beginning near 100-D, running south and east along the
Columbia River shore, to just north of Energy Northwest (formerly the Washington Public Power
Supply System [WPPSS]) and then west to Gable Mountain.

As long as these lands are needed by DOE (i.e., still withdrawn from BLM by DOE), this
legislative action would not affect DOE’s administration of the areas involved. The DOE’s use
of withdrawn BLI Public Domain lands is consistent with most land-use designations with the
exceptions of Industrial Exclusive, Research and Development, High-Intensity Recreation, or

lustrial designations where BLM’s multiple-use mandate would be limited by an extensive
infrastructure.
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The role of the HRA-EIS is to document, in the public forum, the process of determining
the best combination of land uses required to meet DOE mission needs for at least the next
50 years.

co3.0 rroposed Actic and A._3rn: ves

The proposed action for the HRA-EIS is to develop and implement a comprehensive
lan use plan for the Hanford Site. Federal law (42 USC 7274k) requires that the land-use plan
address at least a 50-year planning period, although some specific DOE activities such as
decommissioning of reactors are expected to take longer. A comprehensive land-use plan
consistina of a| 1d-use map, land-use policies and implementing procedures would be adopted
in the RC . for this EIS. Once established, this land-use plan would provide a framework for
making land-use and facility-use decisions.

Six land-use alternatives (including the No-Action) were developed by the nine
Cooperating Agencies and Consulting Tribal Governments using common land-use
designations and definitions. With the exception of the No-Action Alternative, each of the six
alternatives presented represents a Tribal, Federal, state, or local agency’s Preferred
Alternative.

No-Action Alternative. This alternative, developed by DOE in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), presents the current status of land use at the
Hanford Site and represents no change from current land-management processes or
intergovernmental relationships with the cooperating agencies. Specific land-use decisions for
Hanford would continue to be made under the NEPA process and the Tri-Party Agreement,
based on the Hanford Strategic Plan (Mission Plan) and on a project-by-project basis.

DOE'’s Preferred Alternative. DOE'’s Preferred Altemative anticipates multiple uses of
Hanford, including anticipated future DOE missions, non-DOE Federal missions, and other
public and private-sector land uses. The DOE Preferred Alternative would do the following:

. for the clean-up mission — consolidate waste management operations on 50.1 km?
(20 mi?) in the Central Plateau of the site

. for the economic development mission — allow industrial development in the eastern and
southern portions of Hanford and increase recreational access to the Columbia River

. for the Natural Resource Trustee mission — expand the existing Saddle Mountain
National Wildlife Refuge to include all of the Wahluke Slope (North Siope) of the Site,
consistent with the 1994 Hanford Reach EIS and 1996 Hanford Reach ROD; place the
Arid Lands Ecology Reserve (ALE Reserve) under USFWS management by permit; and
ensure that, where practicable, withdrawn BLM lands are clean enough to support
BLM's multiple-use mandate (i.e., mining and grazing).

Alternative One (Natural Resource Trustee). The USFWS's alternative emphasizes a
Federal stewardship role for managing the natural resources at Hanford. This alternative
considers these resources in a regional context, and would expand the existing Saddle
Mountain National Wildlife Refuge to inciude all of the Wahluke Slope (North Slope), the
Riverlands, McGee Ranch, and the ALE Reserve (e.g., all of the Hanford lands north and east
of the Columbia River 1d west of State Highways 24 and 240). The vision of Alternative One
is to conserve { : Hanford Site shrub-steppe ecosystem and protect the Hanford Reach.
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Vernita Bridge. A White Bluffs boat launch would be a Low-Intensity Recreation area located
between the H and F Reactors. Other areas would include visitor facilities near the old Hanford
High School and a support site near Energy Northwest (formerly WPPSS) for hiking and biking
trails from Richiand to the Vernita rest stop.

The remainder of the land within the Columbia River Corridor outside the quarter mile
buffer zone would be designa 1 for Conservation (Mining and Grazing). In the Corridor,
grazing would be used for fire and weed management and mining would be permitted only in
support of the cleanup mission.

ES3.2.3 Central Plateau

The Central Plateau would be designated for Industrial-Exciusive use. This would allow
for continued waste management operations within the Central Plateau geographic area.

ES3.2.4 All Other Areas

Within the All Other Areas geographic area, the Preferred Alternative would include
Industrial, Research and Development, High-Intensity Recreation, Low-Intensity Recreation,
Conservation (Mining and Grazing), and Preservation land-use designations.

Tt majority of tt  All Otl » would g edCo \ ion(Mining 1d
Grazing) to support a possible BLM mission of multiple uses. Two distinct areas, one located
east of the 200 Area and the other located north of Richiand, would be designated for Industrial
use to support economic development. An area west of Highway 10 and east of State
Highway 240 would be designated for Research and Development to support economic
diversification and DOE’s Energy Research mission. Gable Mountain, Gable Butte, the area
from Umtanum Ridge to the ALE Reserve, and the active sand dunes areas would be
designated as Preservation to protect sensitive cultural and biological resources. Washington
State land that is deed restricted to waste management would be designated as Conservation
(Mining and Grazing).

ES3.2.5 Fizner/Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology Reserve (ALE Reserve)
Nearly all of the ALE Reserve geographic area would be designated as Preservation. A

portion of the ALE Reserve would be managed as Conservation (Mining) for a basalt and fine
soils landfill cover source during the remediation of the Hanford Site.

Revised Draft ES-17 Executive Summary






















































THIS PAGE ! INTENTIONALLY
LEFT BLANK


















THS. I ITNALLY
1K
























































































































THIS Pagr INTEN TIONALLy
LEF TBL .\






THIS PAGE INTEN TIONALLY
"SFT Pl












THIS PAGE INTENTIONAL Y
LEFT BLANK
















































































































































THIS nGE| NTENT/ONA[[Y
LEFT BLank





