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HANFORD ADVISORY BOARD
Revised Meeting Summary
December 2-3, 1999
Lloyd Center - Portland, Oregon

This is only a summary of issues and actions in this meeting. It may not represent the fullness of ideas discussed or
opinions given, and should not be used as a substitute for actual public involvement or public comment on any
particular topic unless specifically identified as such.

The Hanford Advisory Board (HAB) meeting was called to order by Merilyn Reeves,

(Public-at-Large). This meeting was open to the public, and offered four public
comment periods on Thursday, December 2" at 11:45 am and 4:45 pm and on Friday,
December 3™ at 11:45 am and 2:45 pm.

~ ard mem” sin en’ cearelii ' Atta' aient 1, as are members of the public.
Board seats not represented were: Rick Leaumont, Lower Columbia Basin Audubon
Society and Columbia River Conservation League (Local Environmental); Charles
Kilbury, City of Pasco (Local Government); Jack Yorgesen, Franklin and Gt Co ties
(Local Government); Jim Watts, Hanford Atomic Metal Trades Council (Hanford
Workforce); Richard Berglund, Central Washington Building Trades (Hanford
Workforce); and Tom Carpenter, Government Accountability Project (Hanford
Workforce). In addition, Tom Carpenter, Government Accountability Project, di not
attend the November 1999 Board meeting.

MEETING OVERVIEW

Merilyn Reeves welcomed everyone to the meeting, reviewed the meeting agenda and
announced that Shelley Cimon, Oregon Hanford Waste Board (State of Oregon), HAB
vice chair, would chair the Thursday afternoon and Friday morning portion of the
meeting focusing on 100 Area cleanup.

INTRODUCTIONS

o Fred Roeck, Non-Union, Non-Management Employees (Hanford Workforce), was
introduced as the new alternate for Susan Leckband, Non-Union, Non-Management
Employees (Hanford Workforce).

e Carla High Eagle, Nez Perce Tribe, introduced herself as the alternate for the tribe.

¢ Beth Bilson, U.S. Department of Energy — Richland (DOE-RL), was introduced as
the Acting Deputy Designated Federal Official (DDFO) for the meeting.

¢ Ruth Siguenza, Envirolssues, introduced Diane Adams, a new Envirolssues employee
filling for Louise Dressen who was unable to attend due to a serious illness in her
family.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

¢ Ruth Siguenza announced an Executive Committee meeting on Friday, December 31,
at 7:30 am to finalize the HAB draft 2000 meeting calendar.

e Ruth Siguenza asked Board members to complete the committee information and
request form and return it to her by the end of the Board meeting.
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constituencies, led by Susan Leckband. At the direction of PI, Susan Leckband drafted a
letter to show support and appreciation to Carolyn Huntoc  for her recent identification
of six principles for DOE Environmental Management (EM). The letter was expanded to
also encourage DOE to bolster public confidence in cleanup through greater openness,
stakeholder involvement, tribal consultation, and community outreach. Through the
letter, the HAB highlighted the need to provide meaningful public involvement activities
on key cleanup issues. The HAB adopted and transmitted the letter to Ms. Huntoon.

Tim Takaro asked about the status of the SSAB transportation-working group. Merilyn
Reeves and Ken Niles indicated that there was not strong support for the SSAB group.
The point of contact on this is Martha Crosland.

TPA Negy iatic for Tank Waste Treatment

Tom Fitzsimmons, Ecology, recognized the long history of the work the Board 1d his
personal commitment to the success of the cleanup at Hanford. He rect 1ized that the
lengthy negotiations were a sore point for the Board, but he noted that the result has
_ lded significant accomplishments, including a schedule of milestones for the tank
waste treatment. The Authorization to Proceed (ATP) date has been set for August 2000,
in line with 2 TPA. Construction is to begin by July 2001, and two additional
milestones for construction will result from the anticipated contract between DOE and
BNFL. Hot commissioning of the facility will take place by 2007 when the plant will
begin to receive material and treat waste. An interim milestone was added for 2009 to
« ure that waste treatment is progressii  :oward the goal of treating 10% of the waste to
meet the 2018 milestone. Fitzsimmons also noted that the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and Ecology are committed to exploring what is possible for exceeding
this goal. These milestones eliminate the alternate path and create a single path forward
for all the agencies.

Jim Trombold, Physicians for Social Responsibility (Local and Regional Public Health),
urged the agencies to reco;~"~e the urgent threat to public health and the environment
which is at stake for the years the waste sits in the tanks. However, Fitzsimmons noted
that the 10% figure was established prior to his arrival and feels there is no leverage to
renegotiate this number. George Sanders, DC™ ™7 clarified that the 10% number
evolved in relation to technical and affordability issues. Ken Niles asked if any
outstanding i 1es posed a threat to meeting the TPA schedule. George Sanders said the
issues that had already been negotiated were the most significant and that none of the
remaining issues were insurmountable.

Fitzsimmons ted that if DOE is not able to get congressional funding, everyone loses.
This is not DOE’s job alone. However, the expectation for meeting milestones will not
be altered if Congress does not allocate the money.  :n Bracken asked about the ATP,
August 2000 milestone and the nine-month extension if financing is not achieved. Tom
Fitzsimmons nphasized that the focus is clearly on the outcome, but the poss y of
funding shortfalls and the possible need for the nine-month extension is recognized.
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compliance with all state and federal laws. Tom Fitzsimmons offered to update the
P -ard on any potential leverage strategies that the State may pursue. He would value the
L _ard’s input.

closing, Fitzsimmons welcomed the invitation to meet with Merilyn Reeves, Chair,
¢ celly Cimon and Ken Bracken, Vice Chairs, to discuss the Board’s role with the TPA
agencies. He said this discussion could broaden perspectives, refocus all involved, and
be incredibly valuable.

TUTORIAL ON 100 AREA CLEANUP

¢ _elley Cimon introduced the 100 Area Cleanup Tutorial. She said three successful
workshops had been held in July 1999 on 100 Area cleanup. At the September Board

1g, was discussion on the Inspector ‘neral’s report relating to 100 rea
" anup. This tutorial was developed by the Environmental Restoration committee to
ewJdcate the Board on issues surrounding 100 Area cleanup. Perspectives from TPA
agencies and Tribes were included, as well as a Sounding Board for the HAB to identify
core values regarding 100 Area cleanup. The purpose of the Sounding Board is to look
for common ground that may lead to a HAB product.

Mike Gearheard, EPA

Mike Gearheard, Director of the Superfund program for EPA Region 10 noted that the
100 Area cleanup is a Superfund cleanup, which means it is regulated under the
Comprehensive Environmental Remediation Conservation and Liability Act (CERCLA).
He compared the Superfund cleanup process with the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) cleanup process. In Washington State, RCRA is implemented by
Ecology, while EPA regulates Superfund. Each of the two processes has a preliminary
assessment phase. The CERCLA steps that follow are: Remedial Investigation (assesses

k and nature of risk), Feasibility Study (considers feasible responses to risks found),
Proposed Plan, Public Comment Period, and ROD (a legally binding document analogous
to a RCRA permit). EPA is curren 'developing the ROD for 100 Area cleanup.

Gordon Rogers, Public-at-Large, asked about the nature of preliminary risk assessments.
Mike Gearheard replied that the risk assessment is completed before the proposed plan is
written. It measures toxic chemicals combined with assumed exposures to target
populations. Risk assessments consider two possible effects: estimated cancer incidence
and possible non-direct cancer effects.

Carla High Eagle, Nez Perce Tribe (Tribal Government), asked when in the Superfund
process the Tribes are consulted. The Tribes maintain a right to fish and gather in the 100
Area, so they are greatly invested in end results and would like to participate early on in
the process. Mike Gearheard said tribal consultation is something with which EPA has a
great deal of experience. Typically tribes are involved at the first stage, and formal
consultation continues through the process. Tribal consultation is not constrained by the
public involvement process.
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Jim Trombold asked how passage of Washington State Initiative 695 has affected staffing
and funding from the state level for Hanford. Mike Wilson, Ecology, said the nuclear
program has remained unaffected. Al Conklin, DOH, said that some DOH programs in
the DOH have been affected, but nothing relating to Hanford has been impacted.

Tim Takaro expressed concern that studies are not looking at all at potential synergistic
effects of exposure to multiple toxics.

Gerry Pollet asked about the MTCA requirement to meet health-based standards. Wayne
Soper responded that it was not possible to apply risk assessment results to MTCA,
because Hanford cleanup falls under so many regulatory structures. He said the intention
v stoachieve thel  possible end result.

JR W nson, CTUIR, “ “zd that a letter signed by then Acting Assistant Secretary of
Energy Jim Owendoff indicated that DOE would not bear  / costs for cleanup after the
initial cleanup was completed. For this reason, the setting of initial cleant standards is
crucial.

Dennis Faulk, EPA

Dennis Faulk outlined three subjects for his update of cleanup along the Columbia River:
100 Area soil sites, decontamination and decommissioning (D&D) of 100 Area buildings,
¢ 1 K Basins. Dennis shared past and present images of the 100 Area to illustrate the
progress that has occurred. He also outlined a few relevant TPA milestones:

e Milestone 16 — addresses soil sites for all non tank farm operable units by 2018

e Milestone 34 — completion of K Basin cleanup

e Milestone 93 —reactor disposition (cocooning  d cores stored on central lateau)

Todd Martin noted that the initial risk assessments done on the 100 Area did not measure
risk, but simply asked whether or not risk existed. For this reason, there is no measure of
the reduction of risk as a result of cleanup. He said to have measured the reduction in
risk for the 100 Area, cleanup would still be in the characterization stage.

There are 400 soil sites, 200 of which have been addressed in a signed document. A dig
and haul technology is being used to remove soils and take them to the central plateau.
The list of ¢ taminants being removed from the 100 Area include strontium, cobalt,
chromit | cesium, nickel, europium, uranium and plutonium. There are 45 burial sites
in the 100 Area. decision on remediation will be made by March 2000. Remove,
Treat, Dispose (RTD) isthe ~ objective.

Groundwater contamination exists throughout the 100 Area. There is a tritium plume and
a strontium plume in the F area, and the H areas have chromium contamination.
Remedial action objectives are to control sources of groundwater contamination for the
ultimate protection of the Columbia River and to cleanuptoastas * dt "d .notl ™
future use.
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