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AGENDA
Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment
Weekly Project Management Team

‘heduled from 9:00 - 12:00 p.m., May 28, 1996
Bechtel Building, 3350 George Washington Way, 2A01 Conference Room

Scheduled from 1:00 - 4:00, May 28, 1996
Battelle’s ETB Building, Columbia River Room

Morning Session

1.

9:00 - Comprehensive Section

. Thomas Woods - Introduction - Presenters will facilitate the discussions below by recording
issues and concerns on each subject area (following the example provided last week by Thomas
Woods).

. Revisit/solicit issues and concerns on first two presentations (inventories and sources,
containment beach)

Larry Gadbois/Dan Landeen - Habitat & Critical Locations Requirements
Larry Gadbois/Dan Landeen - Receptor Exposure Pathways Requirements
Stuart Harris/Dan Landeen - Dose-to-Receptor Calculation Requirements
Thomas Woods - Develop Scenario Requirements

Afternoon Session

1.

2.

1:00 - Bob Stewart - Introduction

1:05 - Thomas Woods - Schedule for Comprehensive Section
e Discuss need for additional meetings to get back on schedule.

1:15 - Bruce Napier - Responses to Scenarios Report Comments
. Present proposed responses to key comments. Reach team agreement on proposed responses or
an alternate response.

2:15 - Bruce Napier - Final Comment Resolution on Contaminants Report
. The complete package of comment responses to all comments received was handed out at the
5/14/96 meeting. Any final comments from the team on this package can be made at this time.

2:20 - Sandra Cannon - Preface Discussion ,

. Changes received have been received and incorporated. An updated preface will be handed out.

. Team members are requested to bring samples of maps that contain information/layout, etc, they
would like to see in the up-front project map.

2:45 - Thomas Woods - Review of CRCIA Purpose and Team Purpose
. Concern regarding changes made to the preface

3:15 - Rose Gentry - Proposal for Public Outreach Team

. At the 4/23/96 meeting, a proposal for the Public Outreach Team was handed out and discussed.
The proposal was briefly discussed at the 4/30/96 meeting. An updated proposal will be
presented to the team for agreement at the 5/28/96 meeting. .

3:30 - Nancy Meyers - Hanford Update Article
. Provide the team with a copy of the Hanford Update Article that was submitted.




9. 3:45 - Review of Upcoming Meetings

6/4/96 - Moming - Bechtel Building, Room 2A01
Revisit/solicit issues and concerns on third and fourth presentations (transport to river, and waste
entry to the river)

. Greg deBruler - Impact Tolerance Calculation Requirements

. Thomas Woods - Develop Technical B/L Requirements

. Team review of text on Inventories and Sources Requirements and the Containment Breach
Requirements before turning over for edit.

. Team Review of text on Abstract, Purpose, Uses before turning over for edit.

. Team Review of text on Transport-to-River Requirements before turning over for edit.

6/4/96 - Afternoon - EESB Columbia River Room

o Charlie Brandt/Jim Becker - Present proposed responses to key comments on the Species Report
6/11/96 - Mormning - Bechtel Building, Room 2A01

. Thomas Woods - Develop Common Requirements

. Lino Niccoli - Analysis Architecture & Integration Requirements

. Team Review of text on Waste Entry to River Requirements before turning over fer edit.

6/11/96 - Afternoon -ETB Columbia River Room
. Charlie Brandt - EHQs Presentation



















Resolution | Comment Category Resolution of Resolution
No. (Camment Nn

36 Repeated comments 28 - repeat of 23
52 - repeat of 24
54 - repeat of 31
124- repeat of 12
201- repeat of 199
251- repeat of 249
258- repeat of 256
262- repeat of 257
353- repeat of 352
355- repeat of 328










screening assessment (see Figure P.2 [SG96030040.1 - for use in preface of Data report only not in preface of
compilation report]). The parameters of the scope are:

Area: Columbia River (vicinity of Priest Rapids Dam to McNary Dam), groundwater (up to
0.8 kilometer/0.5 mile in from the river), and adjacent riparian zone

Time: January 1990 - February 1996 (date data were received for use in the screening
assessment) with data gaps filled by earlier data where available

Contaminants: Published in Napier et al. (1995) (to be modified)
Scenarios: Published in Napier et al. (1996) (to be modified)
Receptor Species: Published in Becker et al. (1996) (to be modified)
Measured Media: Surface water, sediment, seeps , groundwater, external radiation, biota, cobalt-60

particles, drive point water, N Springs punch point water, and pore water

The primary contractor conducting the screening assessment is the Pacific Northwest National
Laboratory. Bechtel Hanford, Inc. provides technical and public involvement coordination with environmental
restoration activities. Technical peer reviewers are evaluating the work under the guidance of the Directors of the
Oregon Water Resources Research Institute and State of Washington Water Research Center.

Work Integration and Documentation

The results of the initial phase of CRCIA are reported in a series of reports (see Figure P.1 and
Table P.1). These reports reflect the process involved in the screening assessment of current risk. The reports
published first as drafts will be compiled into one document on the screening assessment and requirements for a
comprehensive assessment.

The process involved in the screening assessment was to first identify the documents containing pertinent
data. That information was published in two reports (Eslinger et al. 1994 and Miley and Huesties 1995), which
were issued as final documents.

These data documents helped to identify the most significant Hanford Site contaminants that affect the
Columbia River. The winnowing process used to determine which of those contaminants should be evaluated in
the screening assessment of risk was published in Napier et al. (1995) as a draft. The comments on the draft are
being incorporated, the co.  1inants ©= : ationwillap rasa ion in the d t of the report on t
screening assessment and requirements for a comprehensive assessment.

Next, groups of people with potentially different exposures to the Columbia River were identified. With
information from the Hanford Site Risk Assessment Methodology (DOE 1995) and with input from the CRCIA
Team, scenarios were written defining the potential pathways and exposures for the various groups. Input from
the scenarios will be used in the screening assessment of human risk. The scenarios are described in Napier et al.
(1996), which was published as a draft. The comments on the draft are being incorporated, and the scenarios
information will appear as a section in the draft of the report on the screening assessment and requirements for a
comprehensive assessment. '

Simultaneously, the most significant receptor species were identified and those to be evaluated in the
screening assessment of ecological risk were selected. The species to be used in the screening assessment and the
process used to select them are described in Becker et al. (1996), which was published as a draft. The comments
on the draft are being incorporated, and the species information will appear as a section in the draft of the report
on the screening assessment and requirements for a comprehensive assessment.



The monitoring data available, the lists of contaminants and species to be evaluated, and the selection
rules developed by the CRCIA Team determined which data were selected for use in the screening assessment of
human and ecological risk. The data to be used in the screening assessment and the process used to select them
are presented in this draft report. The comments on the draft will be incorporated, and the data information will
appear as a section in the draft of the report on the screening assessment and requirements for a comprehensive
assessment.

The draft report on the screening assessment and requirements for a comprehensive assessment will
provide the results of the screening assessment and a definition of the essential work remaining to provide an
acceptable comprehensive river impact assessment. The comments on the draft will be incorporated and the
screening assessment and requirements for a comprehensive assessment will be published as a final report.

[References used in Preface]

42 USC 6901 et seq. (as amended). October 31, 1976. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976. Public
Law 94-580.

42 USC 9601 et seq (as amended). December 11, 1980. Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980. Public Law 96-510.

Becker, J.M., C.A. Brandt, D.D. Dauble, A.D. Maughan, and T.K. O’Neil. 1996. Species for the Screening
Assessment: Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment. DOE/RL-96-16-b, U.S. Department of Energy,
Richland, Washington.

DOE - U.S. Department of Energy. 1992. Integrated Database for 1992: U.S. Spent Fuel and Radioactive
Waste Inventories, Projects and Characteristics. DOE/RW-006, Rev. 8, Oak Ridge, Tennessee.

DOE - U.S. Department of Energy. 1994. Columbia River Impact Evaluation Plan. DOE/RL-92-28, Rev. 1,
Richland, Washington.

DOE - U.S. Department of Energy. 1995. Hanford Site Risk Assessment Methodology. DOE/RL-91-45, Rev. 3,
Richland, Washington.

Ecology - Washington State Department of Ecology, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, and U.S.
Department of Energy. 1994. Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order. Document No. 89-10,
Rev. 3 ...z Tri-Party Agreement), Ecology, Olympia, Washington.

Eslinger, P.W., L.R. Huesties, A.D. Maughan, T.B. Miley, and W.H. Walters. 1994. Data Compendium for
the Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment. PNL-9785, Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland,
Washington.

Miley, T.B., and L.R. Huesties. 1995. List of Currently Classified Documents Relative to Hanford Operations
and of Potential Use in the Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment, January 1, 1973-June 20, 1994.
PNL-10459, Pacific Northwesi »oratory, Richland, Washington.

Napier, B.A., N.C. Batishko, D.A. Heise-Craff, M.F. Jarvis, and S.F. Synder. 1995. Identification of
Contaminants of Concern. PNL-10400, Pacific Northwest Laboratory, Richland, Washington.

Napier, B.A., B.L. Harper, N.K. Lane, D.L. Strenge, and R.B. Spivey. 1996. Human Scenarios for the
Screening Assessment: Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment. DOE/RL-96-16-a, U.S. Department
of Energy, Richland, Washington.

RCW - Revised Code of V. hington. 1985. "Hazardous Waste Management Act."
RCW 70.105, Olympia, Washington.







Table P.1. Documents in Initial Phase of Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment
[Use bold to highlight title of document in which this table appears and update the text in the “Status” column.]

l Document No.

Assessment: Columbia River
Comprehensive Impact Assessment

Title Publication Date Status

Data Compendium for the Columbia PNL-9785 April 1994 Final publication

River Comprehensive Impact

Assessment (Eslinger et al. 1994)

List of Currently Classified Documents | PNL-10459 February 1995 Final publication

Relative to Hanford Operations and of

Potential Use in the Columbia River

Comprehensive Impact Assessment

January I, 1973 - June 20, 1994

(Miley and Huesties 1995)

Identification of Contaminants of PNL-10400 January 1995 Published as a draft - Issued first in

Concern (Napier et al. 1995) January 1995 for review, then again in
January 1996; comments from both
review periods will be addressed and
report will be a section in the Screening
Assessment and Requirements for a
Comprehensive Assessment report

Human Scenarios for the Screening DOE/RL-96-16-a March 1996 Published as a draft - Then comments

Assessment: Columbia River Rev.0 will be addressed and report will be a

Comprehensive Impact Assessment section in the Screening Assessment

(Napier et al. 1996) and Requirements for a Comprehensive
Assessment report

Species for the Screening Assessment: | DOE/RL-96-16-b March 1996 Published as a draft - Then comments

Columbia River Comprehensive Rev. 0 will be addressed and report will be a

Impact Assessment (Becker et al. section in the Screening Assessment

1996) and Requirements for a Comprehensive
Assessment report

Data for the Screening Assessment: DOE/RL-96-16-c June 1996 To be published as a draft - Then

Columbia River Comprehensive Rev.0 comments will be addressed and report

Impact Assessment will be a section in the Screening
Assessment and Requirements for a
Comprehensive Assessment report

Screening Assessment and DOE/RL-96-16 December 1996 To be published as a draft - Will

Requirements for a Comprehensive Rev.0 incorporate all previous draft

Assessment:. Columbia River publications (not those published as

Comprehensive Impact Assessment final) plus sections on site
characterization, screening assessment
of risk, and CRCIA Team statement of
work to be done after the initial phase

Screening Assessment and DOE/RL-96-16 April 1997 To be published final - Will incorporate

Requirements for a Comprehensive Rev.] responses to comments and minority

opinions should any comments not be
reconciled
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Article for the May/June issue of the Hanford Update

RIVER ASSESSMENT: DATA REPORT AVAILABLE

The 7"k~ River Comprehensive Impact Assessment will be releasing its fourth
report for public comment. The two-volume Data for the Screening Assessment report
contains data to be used in the screening assessment and describes how data was
selected and processed. The public comment period will be from June 17 through July
17, 1996. The public will be abie to comment a second time on this report when it
appears later this year in the draft final document, Sc. 'ning Assessment and
Requirements for a Comprehensive Assessment: Columbia River Comprehensive
Impact Assessment. No public meetings are scheduled on the report, but public
meetings are under consideration for the draft final document.

For more information, contact Bob Stewart, USDOE (509) 376-6192; Larry Gadbois,
EPA (509) 376-9884; or Dave Holland, Ecology (509) 736-3027.



