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The Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council was estab- - | ntify data gaps regarding potential injury
lished in 1996 via a Memorandum of Agreement (1996). _ Prepare an assessment plan
Members cooperate and coordinate on many issues, docu-

. . ® Implement the assessment plan
ments, and actions concerning natural resources. The
primary purpose of the council is to facilitate the coor- * Initiate preliminary restoration planning
dination and cooperation of the trustees in their efforts to e erform early restoration, if appropriate.
mitigate the effects to natural resources that result from
either hazardous substance releases on the Hanford Site I 9ation about the Hanford Natural Resource Trustee
or remediation of those releases. The council has adopted ¢ zil, including its history and projects, can be found at

shei . . S mace= =

bylaws to direct the process of arriving at consensus t ebsite heep://www.hanford.gov/’page=29&parent=0.
agreements. A
g During 2007, the Hanford Natur  Resource Trustee

During 2007, the trustees met as a formal council five
times to discuss CERCLA natural resource issues for the
Hanford Site. The senior trustees (upper-management level
representatives from each trust organization) met twice in

2007 to discuss policy and management issues.

On April 3, 2007, the federal trustees issued a letter to the
State and Tribal Trustees informing them it was appropriate
to move forward in the natural resource damage assessment
process for the Hanford Site. This action was in accordance
with the natural resource damage assessment regulations in
43 CFR Part 11.23(£)(4).

that moving forward with damage assessment activities,

The federal trustees determined

and specifically the development of a phased, natural
resource damage assessment plan that addresses potential
natural resource injuries associated with the currently listed
National Priorities List areas, is the best progressive action
in the damage assessment process for the Hanford Site. A
phased assessment process will allow for an iterative natural
resource damage assessment process that is continually
updated by ongoing CERCLA activities and remedial

decision making, including ecological risk assessments.

The federal trustees issued a draft conceptual design for the
natural resource damage assessment at the Hanford Site with

the following points:

* Complete the CERCLA ecological risk assessments

* Initiate the U.S. Department of the Interior Assessment
Plan Phase in parallel with risk assessments
- Continue analysis of existing data
~ Continue development of conceptual sitc model
and pathway analysis and identification of key

receptors of concern

Counc performed the following:
¢ Attended two facilitated workshops to describe the
scope and content of a statement of work for a prospec-

tive contractor to develop an injury assessment plan.

* ontinued to be active in all phases of the Central
Plateau and River Corridor ecological risk assessments

‘o stay informed on groundwater projects. Attended

shops and reviewed information from DOE and
antractors.  Focused DOE attention on additional

topics of trustee concern.

° oduced a draft booklet titled, “Hanford Natural
ssource Trustee  Council,
Accomplishments (1992-2007).”
projected to be published in 2008.

Background, History,

The booklet is

d cussed hiring a temporary administrative assistant to
organize the Administrative Record (1994 to present)
contained in three filing cabinets in the Federal Build-
ing (located in the city of Richland, Washington), with

> goal of processing the official Natural Resource
Trustee Council records to make electronic copies
ilable in concert with the Hanford Administrative

Record.

e Attended or participated in presentations concerning
row Area C actions on the Fitzner/Eberhardt Arid
ds Ecology Reserve; DOE Pacific Northwest Site
ce's new laboratory construction adjacent to the

300 Area; and the Tank Closure Environmental Impact
Statement. The trustees also attended or participated in
presentations on supplemental environmental projects,
Hanford Reach National Monument and 200-West
Area revegetation efforts after the 2007 Wautoma
v lands fire, and the supplemental analysis for the

Comprehensive Land Use Plan (DOE/EIS-0222-F).
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9.0.2 References

63 FR 49643-49651. September 14, 1998. Executive
Order 13101, “Greening the Government Through Waste
Prevention, ecycling, and Federal Acquisition.” Federal
Register, The White House.

65 FR 195-24607.  April 21, 2000.  Executive
Order 13148, “Greening the Government Through
Leadership in Environmental Management.”  Federal

Register, The White House.

DOE Order 450.1. 2003. “Environmental Protection Pro-
m.” U.S. Department of Energy, Washington. .C.

)E Order 450.1, Change 2. 2005. “Environmental Protec-

1 Program.” U.S. Department  Znergy, Washington, D.C.

Toxic Substances Control Act. 1976. Public Law 94-469, as
amended, 15 USC 2601 et seq.
























HANFORD SITE Ernvronmenta Repors for Caiendar Vear 2007

10.0.6 Washington State
Department of Health

Overs ght Monitoring
J. J. Dorian

The Environmental Radiation Monitoring and Assessment
Section of the Washington State Department of Health
conducts an independent oversight program on Hanford
Site environmental radiation monitoring conducted by
DOE contractors.  During 2007, the contractors were
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory, EnergySolutions,
and Fluor Hanford, Inc. The main objectives of the Wash-
ington State Department of Health oversight program
are to verify the quality of contractor monitoring pro-
grams and to make sure the programs are adequate to pro-

tect public healch.

e objectives of the Washington State Department
Health oversight program are achieved through split
sampling with the contractors and independent sampling at
contractor sampling sites. Analysis of Washington State
Department of Health samples is performed by the Wash-
ington State Public Health Laboratory, which provides a
>ck on contractor analyses. Each year, the Washington
ite Department of Health compares the measurements of
radioactivity in Washington State Department of Health
and contractor samples in a quantitative manner to deter-
mine the accuracy and reliability of contractor monitoring.
The results of the Washington State Department of
alth oversight program are published in the anford
vironmental Oversight Program data summary report

(e.g., DOH 320-047).
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Release, Ci®!
Radionuclide Half-Life 100 Areas 200-East Area 200-West Area 300 Area 400 Area
Tritium (as HT) 123yr NM NM NM 1.76 x 10¢ NM
Tritium (as HTO) 12.3yr NM NM NM 3.99x 1¢* 2.5x 10!
Strontium-90 29.1yr 3.2x 107" 6.9 x 10°™ 2.2 x 105 6.7 x 10 NM
lodine-129 16,000,000 yr NM 1.6 x 107 NM NM NM
Xenon-131m 11.8d NM NM NM 2.0x 107° NM
Xenon-133 5.2d NM NM NM 3.0x 107 NM
Cesium-137 30yt NM 1.9x 10° 24x107 1.4 x 107 5.9 x 100
Radon-220 55.6s NM NM NM 1.83 x 10 NM
Radon-222 3.8235d NM NM NM 2.23x 10~ NM
Plutonium-238 87.74 yr 3.6x10° 1.2x 107 5.1x 107 ND NM
Plutonium-239/240 24,110 yr 2.6 x 105 1.5 x 100 2.6x 107 5.6x 107 8.9 x 107"
Plutonium-241 14.4 yr 8.7x10° ND 1.9x10° ND NM
Americium-241 4322yt 2.0x10° 2.9x 107 53 x10° 3.8x 107 NM
Americium-243 7,380 yr NM NM NM ND NM
Curium-243/244 18.1 yr NM NM NM ND NM
(a) 1Ci=3.7x10°becquerels.
(b)  This value includes gross beta release data, treated as strontium-90 in dose calculations.
(¢) This release value is derived entirely from data on gross beta emissions from 400 Area stacks.
(d) This value includes gross alpha release data, treated as plutonium-239/240 in dose calculartions.
HT = Elemental tritium.
HTO = Tritiated water vapor.
ND = Notdetected (i.e., either the radionuclide was not detected in any sample during the year or the average of all

the measurements for thar given radionuclide or type of radivactivity made during the year was below background

levels).

NM = Not measured.
















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































