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AGENDA
DOE/OREGON BI-MONTHLY FORUM
November 14, 2000
3:00 p.m. — 5:00 p.m.

Fed. Bldg., Rm. 142
Richland, WA.

SUBJECT

Introductions — Marla Marvin/Felix Miera/Mary Lou Blazek
Tn-I' 'y Agreement Milestone Status/Issue Tracking — CIiff Clark/Ron Morrison

Status Washington Attorney General FOIA Request and Oregon Letter — Mary
Lou Blazek/Dorothy Riehle (By Phone — 376-6288)

Oregon/Umatilla Tribal Council MOU — Mary Lou Blazek

Oregon Grant Renewal/Feedback on HQ Year End Review — Felix Miera
Status Update for “Hanford 2012” — Yvonne Sherman/Marla Marvin

OOE Staff Changes for Groundwater/Vadose Zone Project — Mary Lou Blazek

Report on Oregon Hanford Waste Board Meeting, October 23-24 and Future
Meeting Dates — Mary Lou Blazek

Action Items — Ron Morrison
Other Items of Interest -- All

Wrap-up and Next Meeting Date












See Attachment 6 for past action items and status.

12. Next Oregon/DOE Forum Meeting.
It was tentatively agreed that the next Forum would take place on January 24, 2000 at 9:00 am in
Richland, Washington.

The Forum Was Adjourned.
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Office of Energy

625 Marion St. NE, Suite 1
Salem, OR 97301-3742

: - 7 Phone: (503) 378-4040

) Toll Free: 1-800-221-8035
- FAX: (503) 373-7806
November 13, 2000 : www.energy.state.or.us

Mr. Keith Klein

Manager, Richland Operations Office
U.S. Department of Energy

P.O. Box 550

MSIN P7-63

Richland, WA 99352

Subject: Oregon Office of Energy Comments on Draft Hanford Site Columbia River Corridor
Clgqn\up Report to Congress.

ar M%{;%

The Oregon Office of Energy has reviewed the draft report to Congress on the Hanford Site
Columbia River Corridor Cleanup. With respect to the Hanford 2012 plan in general we endorse

the idea of “transitioning to outcomes” and accelerating cleanup, but we have the following
overarching concerns.

1. We are concerned that if the increased funding this plan requires is not forthcoming from
Congress, that money for this project will be diverted from other urgent projects.

2. Deferral of work on the 618-11 burial ground is not acceptable. This burial ground contains
large amounts of radioactive material in an unstable, unsafe state close to the Columbia
River. Any accelerated cleanup plan must address this burial ground.

3. Deferral of urgent risk work in the 200 Area is also not acceptable. The groundwater plumes
and other radioactive waste sites in this area represent significant threats to the Columbia
River and work must continue to progress to address these problems.

4. The public involvement portion of this plan remains very poorly defined. We request that
further effort be placed on this aspect of the Hanford 2012 plan, specifically, a mechanism for
reporting progress to the public should be developed for this effort.

More detailed comments on the draft report itself are included as an attachment to this letter.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (503)378-5544 or Mr. Douglas Huston of
my staff at (503)378-4456.

Sincerely, /?ﬁ(

Mary J6u Blazek
Administrator

Nuclear Safety Division
Oregon Office of Energy

&



Attachment 3

Oregon Office of Energy Comments on Draft Hanford Slte Columbia River Corridor
Cleanup Report to Congress. Page 1 of 1.

(V3 )

...e first sentence of the third paragraph of your introductory letter seems inconsistent with
information already released on this plan. Previous discussions indicated that this project
would require a 10% increase in funding over current budgets. We recommend that this
inconsistency be corrected.

On page three, in the third paragraph, there is the statement that “...the scope of work is well
defined,...” This statement is misleading. There are many questions still existing about the
scope of work. For examplz, the “final groundwater remedies” mentioned in the 300 Area
discussion on page 11 aren’t known yet. We recommend that this statement be deleted.

The graphs on page four seem to have their y-axes mislabeled. For example, the graph in the
upper left corner shov  thatt”™ e :200 square miles “ailable for other uses now which
decreases to zero by 2012. This would seem to be backwards. This should be corrected.

Page eight states that the construction of the safe storage enclosure for reactors provides long
term isolation of the reactor core from the environment. This statement is misleading. These
structures are intended to house the cores for no more than 50 years. Additional
decontamination and demolition work is planned following this period. This should be made
clear in this document.

The discussion of cost savings on page eight does not indicate that this plan will result in an
increase in life cycle costs for some of the deferred work. This fact should be discussed in
this document and these cost increases should be compared to the projected savings.

On page 11, the discussion of the 300 Area facilities does not mention the fact that some 300
Area facilities are being considered for possible reprocessing missions as part of the Nuclear
Infrastructure PEIS. These facilities should be identified in this plan and the impact of their

use as reprocessing facilities on this plan should be detailed.

There is no clear discussion of the fact that implementation of this plan involves deferral of
work elsewhere. This fact needs to be included in this report along with a description of
which work will be deferred.
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DRAFT
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Results

The three fact sheets are one of DOE-RL’s most effective public information and involvement
tools to date. The fact sheets are brief, straightforward, free of jargon and acronyms, and
visually appealing. In four pages, the materials successfully:

e Explained the desired outcome, which is to restore the river ¢« lor.

e Used e...ctive maps and photc >hs to show the areas to be cleas [ up.

e Provided a plan and timelines for completing the proposed cleanup.

e Identified the cleanup challenges.

While DOE-RL is on the right track, the materials fail to:

e Identify the projects that will be delayed to support accelerated cleanup along the river.

e Explain how the proposal complies with the Tfi-Party Agreement milestones.

e Identify a process to report back to Hanford sta.keholders and the public on progress made in
restoring the river corridor.

e Provide accurate and updated photographs in some cases.

e Provide a contact name, phone number, e-mail address, or web site for additional information
or questions on the proposal.

Recommendations

The fact sheets will be a more effective public information and involvement tool if the following
changes are made:

e Include a list of “tradeoffs” detailing what projects will be delayed to support the accelerated
cleanup.

e Include a brief explanation on how the proposal will impact existing Tri-Party Agreement
milestones.



Review and include accurate and updated photographs.

Include a contact name, phone number, e-mail address, or web site address so Hanford
stakeholders and the public will know who to call and where to go for additional information
on the proposal.

Include a brief explanation on how DOE-RL plans to report back to Hanford stakeholders
and the public on progress made in restoring the river corridor.



Attachment 5

November 13, 2000 DRAFT

Mr. Keith Klein

Manager, Richland Operations Office
U.S. Department of Energy

P.O. Box 550

MSIN P7-63

Richland, WA 99352

Re: ”Done in a Decade” Accelerated Cleanup Proposal

Dear Mr. Klein;

At the recent Oregon Hanford Waste Board (Board) meeting in Hood
River, Oregon, the Board reviewed and discussed the Department of
Energy’s (DOE) written materials for the “Done in a Decade” proposal
to accelerate cleanup along the river corridor at Hanford. Ms. Beth
Bilson addressed the Board on the revised proposal, “Hanford 2012:
Accelerating Cleanup and Shrinking the Site.” The Board has yet to
receive the written materials for the Hanford 2012: Accelerating
Cleanup and Shrinking the Site proposal. Please send such materials
to Susan Safford at the address below for distribution to the Board.

The Board endorses the general idea of accelerating cleanup.
However, the Board has a number of comments and concerns about
DOE’s proposal. Specifically, the accelerated cleanup proposal must:

1. Explain whether and how DOE will proceed with accelerated
cleanup and/or other cleanup activities if it does not obtain a 10
percent budget increase.

2. Not defer or delay work on urgent risks such as tank waste

remediation.

Not shift away from risk-based cleanup decisions.

4. Explain the increased risk of deferring 200 Area and 618-10 and
618-11 burial ground cleanup. The Board is interested in knowing
more about the contents of the 618-10 and 618-11 burial grounds.
We understand there is documentation describing the contents of
these burial grounds. Please send copies of such documentation to
Susan Safford for distribution to the Board.

W



Mr. Keith Klein . . Page 2
November 13, 2000

5. Address groundwater cleanup in the affected areas. The materials we have received

to date do not explain how DOE will address groundwater cleanup. Groundwater

remediation is a crucial part of any cleanup.

Address remote handled and transuranic waste,

7. Explain how it impacts the Tri-Party Agreement. The accelerated cleanup plan must
ultimately be incorporated into the Tri-Party Agreement with enforceable milestones.

o

The Board urges you to consider these concemns as you develop the accelerated cleanup

proposal. We urge you to provide the Board and the public with more detailed
information as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

Shelley Cimon
Chair

SC:dh

cc: Senator Gordon Smith
Senator Ron Wyden
Representative Earl Blumenauer
Representative Peter DeFazio
Representative Darlene Hooley
Representative Greg Walden
Representative David Wu
John Savage, Oregon Office of Energy
Tom Fitzsimmons, Washington Department of Ecology
Charles E. Findley, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10
Merilyn Reeves, Hanford Advisory Board
Leann Bleakney, Oregon State Senate Majority Office
Eric Carlson, Oregon Senate Democratic Leadership Office
Duane Bales, Oregon House Majority Office
Erica Jamin, Oregon House Democratic Office



Attachment 6

U.S. DOE/STATE OF OREGON G N AC 1 {ON 11 EMS

Action;

Action:

Action:

Action:

Action:

Action:

November 14, 2000

M. Blazek requested a copy ofa $180,000 California Study on the needs for
- - related isotopes. (A. Farabee)
Status: OPEN

D. Henry to be added to Tri-Party Agreement IAMIT and Milestone Review
distribution lists (R. Morrison)
Status: CLOSED

Provide State of Oregon comments on FFTF Waste Minimization Plan.

(K. Niles)
Status: CLOSED (SEE ATTACHMENT 7 TO THESE MINUTES)

Provide State of Oregon comments on the “Done in a Decade Plan”.
(M. Blazek)
Status: CLOSED

Explore assistance with funding proposals for wildfire funding assistance.
(M. Blazek)
Status: CLOSED

Check on status of FOIA response to the Oregon request.
(F. Miera)
Status: OPEN



Attachment 7

: I.CQOH 625 Marion St. NE, Suite 1

: . Salem, OR 97301-3742

. John A. Kitzhaber, a.u., Governor - Phone: (503) 378-1040
: Toll Free: 1-800-221-8035
’ FAX: (503) 373-7806

September 29, 2000 www.energy.state.or.us

Mr. William D. Magwood [V

Director, Nuclear Energy, Science and Technology
U.S. Department of Energy Headquarters

1000 Independence Avenue, SW.

Washington, DC 20585

Subject: Oregon Office of Energy Comments on the Fast Flux Test Facility Waste Minimization
and Management Plan.

[
_ear Mj}i'\ggwood,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the latest draft of the Fast Flux Test Facility
(FFTF) Waste Minimization and Management Plan. These comments were initially provided
orally at a meeting at the FFTF in August and are now being provided in writing per Richland’s
request.

The Oregon Office of Energy has two significant comments associated with this plan.

1. The FFTF Waste Minimization and Management Plan does not adequately deal with the
possible Hanford target processing facilities” waste streams. These waste streams, while not
actually produced by FFTF, would not exist if FFTF were not operating and irradiating
various targets. Therefore any plan which purports to minimize and manage wastes
associated with FETF operations must deal in detail with these wastes.

2. The FFTF Waste Minimization and Management Plan does not discuss public involvement.
This plan should contain a discussion of the public involvement, which has taken place so far,
and a detailed plan for future public involvement associated with FFTF waste management
decisions.

Should you have any questions, please contact Mr. Douglas Huston of my staff at (503)378-4456.

Sincerely,
Mary Lou Blazek
Administrator,

Nuclear Safety Division
Oregon Office of Energy

cc: D. Chapin, DOE
O. A. Farabee, DOE
Max Power, Washington Ecology



