





the environment, and the public. Tim Takaro reviewed data from his former worker
exposure studies to provide a local perspective of past worker health issues. Dr. David
Michaels, Assistant Secretary of Energy, joined via telephone to discuss 3MS from a
national perspective. The September deadline is approaching for all DOE sites across the
country to verify their ISMS implementation. Doug Shoop, DOE-Richland also
discussed the Hanford Occupational Health Process and the Employee Job Task Analysis
program.

The HAB discussed the importance of implementing work and troubleshooting systems

that protect workers and balance the ability to shut down work for safety reasons and the

pressure to ensure that meaning 1l work continues. Strong concerns about integrating

safety across the site between DOE-Richland, DOE-Office of River Protection and
rough all contractors and subcontractors were also discussed.

Groundwater/Va sse Z« :Integration Project Exp : Panel

Ralph Patt, member of the Groundwater/Vadose Zone (GW/VZ) Integration Project
Expert Panel, spoke to the HAB about the Panel's January 2000 meeting report and
recommendations to the GW/VZ Integration Project. The four main areas of discussion
in January were science and technology programs, systems assessment capability, model
transport, a1 subsurface investigations. The Expert Panel concluded that the GW/VZ
Integration Project was moving forward, but progress has been impaired by factors
beyond e control of the Project. The Panel noted that permanent and effective
leadership, oversight, defined end states, and significant funding are necessary for Project
success. » e Expert Panel recognized the following areas of success: 200 Area remedial
action subsurface investigation, River Protection Project subsurface investigation, and
slant bore drilling under the SX tank farm.

Draft Ad e - DOE-Headquarters Authority over Site Records of Decisio

The HAB adopted advice from the Environmental Restoration Committee directed at
DOE-Headquarters expressing « position to the recent DOE-Headquarters decision to
rescind full authority from local DOE field offices and to require concurrence by DOE-
HQ on all site cleanup Records of Decision. The HAB concluded that because this
decision affects all DOE sites, copies of the advice would be sent to all Site-Specific
Advisory Boards.

HAB members noted that if decision authority now lies at DOE-Headquarters, DOE-
Hea |uarters staff should attend HAB meetings and participate in local public
involvement efforts prior to making decisions. Concerns were also raised about whether
adequate technical expertise exists at DOE-Headquarters to support informed decision-
making. Fears were expressed that this decision will result in slow-downs in signing
decision documents and in implementing cleanup activities.
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OE Response to HAB Budget A ice for Fiscal Year 2002

Wade Ballard, DOE. ichland, gave an overview of the DOE ich! [I's response to
HAB budget advice for Fiscal Year . () 2002; a summary of comments received at the
public n :tings held in Portland, Richland and Seattle in March 2000; and the DOE-RL
budget transmittal sent to DOE-HQ for FY 2002.

0ard Business

Each of the HAB committees gave an update on the issues ey are working on. These
updates were followed by an update on the activities of the Environmental Management
Advisory Board (EMAB) by Todd Martin who sits on both the HAB and the EMAB.

Merilyn Reeves and Norma Jean Germond gave an update on the developing Site-
Specific Advisory Boards' (SSABs) Statement of Common Interest that is expected to be
finalized at the SSAB chairs' meeting in August 2000. The SSABs are also sponsoring a
second stewardship workshop at Rocky Flats in the fall.

Other topics of discussion included the upcoming transition of the HAB chair, the annual
HAB self-evaluation, the annual HAB Progress Report, distribution of adopted HAB
advice, HAB representation on the Hanford Site Technology Co« lination Group, the
National Academy of Sciences Peer Review Panel, and topics for the Septeml HAB
meeting. - '
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bid meeting. Kay added that the source selection official, the individual who will
ultimately decide to whom to award the contract, will be from DOE-HQ.

Leon Swenson asked about the likelihood that the RFP would be issued later than August
2000. Kay1 k responded that Dick French is well aware of the time constraints faced
by contractors in submitting proposals for this work. The RFP may be available before
August. Peter Bengtson note that the process will be open to all bidders, including
BNFL.

Ken Bracken inquired why talks between DOE and Ecology on e second consent
decree have not yet begun. Mike Wilson explained that since a consent decree is a legal
document, the Washington State Attorney General’s office has been work g with the
U.S. ~ epartment of Justice on behalf of Ecology and DOE. Roger Stanley, Ecology,
added that __ology he :stosee a« ft consent decree in four to six weeks.

Jim Trombold, Physicians For Social Responsibility (Local and Regional Public Health),
asked if privatization was no longer going to be considered as the future contracting
strategy. Kay Fick responded that privatization is still a consideratior ~ m also asked if

:re had been any response from Congress to the termination of BN1 ~ Kay said that
Congress has maintained the set-aside as a placeholder ) keep things moving forward.
Termination of BNFL will take some of the money out of this fund, but the remainder
will go towar the activities of a future contractor.

Bob Larson, Benton-Franklin Council of Governments (Local Government), asked if
there is a conflict of interest in Bechtel holding both the current contract and the bridge
contract while possibly competing for the new contra  Kay Fick said the Selection
Evaluation Board must address this issue to ensure that the re-bid competition is fair.
Dick French has said the bridge contract to be negotiated with Bechtel is for design only,
while the new contract will be for design and construction. Jerry Peltier, City of West
Richland (Local Government), echoed Bob’s concern doubting that a fair competition of
the contract could occur given the great adv  tage Bechtel has over potential
competitors. Jerry said the public must be persistent in voicing these concerns to DOE.

Madeleine Brown observed that the hasty schedule for awarding the new contract should
take the presidential election into consideration. Merilyn Reeves noted that the TPA was
signed into law under similar circumstances (a change in administration). Madeleine also
said the tight time frame may lead to a decision that is not based entirely on technical
merit. Many BNFL employees are local residents who have worked at Hanford for years,
and their employment status is a concern.

Ti  Takaro, University of Washington (University), asked for an update from Ecology
regarding negotiations on making shipment of low-level waste and mixed low-level
waste from off-site contingent upon secured funding for the vitrifica >n program. Mike
W on noted that a discussion had taken place between Secretary Richardson and
Governor Locke with the intent of making this concept enforceable under a consent
decree. DOE opposed anything that would impose court enforcement on cleanup, so the
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