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Attachn it 1:

March 26, 2011

Amy Legare, Chair

National Remedy Review Board (NRRB)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Mail Code 5204P

Washington, DC 20460

Dear Ms. Legare:

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the current cleanup plans for the 100-K
Reactor Area, 300 Area, and 200-UP-1 Operable Unit of e Hanford Site in anticipation of the
three Records of Decision (RODs) expected to be issued this year under the Comprehen ‘e
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA).

The Yakama Nation’s compliance objectives for the cleas p and closure of the Hanford Site
include the following:

1.

o

Compliance with Yakama Nation Treaty Rights, including full access to cultural resources by the
Yakama Nation and its members within its ceded land and aboriginal territory, including on the
Hanford Site.

Protection of the health of Yakama Nation tribal members and the environment so that the
Hanford Site and all its resources (including the Columbia River, its islands, other surface waters,
geologic resources, groundwater, air, and biological resources such as plants, fish, and wildlife)
are safe for all exposure scenarios and tribal uses.

Cleanup decisions that follow the CERCLA RIFS process and requirements through finalization
and approval of documents (including risk assessments and supporting secondary documents)
prior to development of Proposed Plans for final RODs.

Cleanup decisions based on adequate site-specific characterization information, including the
vadose zone and groundwater. There are areas of uncertainty within the groundwater modeling
approach (STOMP-1D), and its application is inappropriate until the issues are resolved.

Cleanup actions that comply with all applicable or relevant and appropriate federal and state
regulatory requirements.

Cleanup actions that are compatible with clean closure icluding the high-level waste tanks.
Cleanup actions that would preclude :an closure should not be implemented.

Cleanup actions that are complete, permanent, are based on proven technology for application at
Hanford, and do not rely on long-term stewardship and institutional controls to address long-lived
radionuclide and dangerous waste contamination at the Hanford site. Long-term stewardship and




institutional controls will not be effective for wastes that remain dangerous for hundreds or
thousands of years.

8. Official recognition that Native Americans liv 2 near the Hanford site are the most vulnerable
people to environmental contaminants, as underscored by EPA’s Columbia River Fish
Contaminant Survey.

Attached is a summary of technical issues relate to the Hanford cleanup, which is limited to 10
pages as dictated by the letter dated February 13, 2012 from Dennis Faulk, EPA Region 10, to
Harry Smiskin, Yakama Nation Chairman. Asi : from the technical concerns presented in the
attached issue paper, the Yakama Nation believes there are serious deficiencies in the Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) cleanup process that are documented by the EPA,
Washington State Department of Ecology, and the anford Natural Resource Trustee Council.

T nk you for your consideration. Ilook forward to discussing the Y. ima Nation’s concerns
and recommendations regarding Hanford cleam with the NRRB.

Sincerely,

Russell Jim
Yakama Nation ERWM Program Manager

Attachment

cc: Vera Hernandez, Chair, Yakama Nation RHW Committee
Phillip Rigdon, Deputy Director, Yakama Nation Department of Natural Resources
Dennis McLerran, Regional Administrator, EPA Region 10
Ted Sturdevant, Director, Washington State Depart: 1t of Ecology
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