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April 22, 1996 

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION & WASTE MANAGEMENT 
P.O. BOX 365 • LAPWAI, IDAHO 83540-0365 • (208) 843-7375 / FAX: 843-7378 

Mr. Robert K. Stewart 
CRCIA Project Manager 
U.S. Department of Energy 
P.O. Box 550 HO-12 
Richland, Washington 99352 

Dear Mr. Stewart: 

Since 1855, reserved treaty rights of the Nez Perce Tribe in the Mid-Columbia have been 
recognized and affirmed through a series of Federal and State actions. These actions 
protect Nez Perce rights to utilize their usual and accustomed resources and resource 
areas in the Hanford Reach of the Columbia River and elsewhere. Accordingly, the Nez 
Perce Tribe Department of Environmental Restoration and Waste Management Program 
(ERWM) responds to actions that impact the Hanford ecosystem. 

Enclosed are comments provided by the Nez Perce Tribe Department of Environmental 
Restoration and Waste Management on the "Human Scenarios for the Screening 
Assessment: Columbia River Comprehensive Impact Assessment", DOE/RL-96-16-a, 
Revision 0, UC-630, Draft, March 1996. 

If you have any questions please contact Carl Basford of my staff at 208-843-7375. 

Sincerely, 

It.~ ~L. /,' 

Manager ERWM Department 

cc: Greg deBruler; Columbia River United 
Stuart Harris; CTUIR 
David Holland; Ecology 
Ralph Patt/ Rose Bennett; Oregon DOE 
Tom Woods I Leno Niccoli; YIN 
Larry Gadbois EPA 
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Name : Nez Perce ERWM Department 

Report Title : Human Scenarios for the Screening Assessment 
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Instructions: This e l ectronic form is to facilitate compilation, 
responding to, and incorporat ion of your comments. The form was created using 
the tab l e editor feat ure (alt - F7 on Word Perfect 5 .1 for DOS or select " table " 
from the menu on Macintosh and Windows software) . To write a comment, place 
the cursor first in the "page, paragraph" column and identify where in the 
t ext of the report the comment applies . If the comment is a general comment 
concerning the entire document , write "general " in the page /paragraph column. 

Then place the curs or i n the " comment " column to write your. comments. The 
cell will expand as you write . Use a new cell for each separate comment . 
Rows may be added as ~ecessary by going i~to the table editor feature of your 
s oftware and selecting "insert ." 

Page, Paragraph 

Gene ral 

Comment 

This is a general criticism of the "Human 
Scenarios for t he Screening Assessment" 
document . Rega rdl ess of int ent, the 
document 's wri t ers seem to assume that the 
cu t o f f-values used as a "basis for estimating 
the poten tial range of risk to human health 
from Hanfor d-derived . .. contaminants" are 
fixed and/or s t a tic. 

The effec t s of exposure to extremely high 
levels of radiation or toxic chemicals are 
well known, for human health damage or death. 
However , a determi nation of cutoff-values to 
be u s ed to designate an expected occurrence 
of h uman hea lth damage is less 
straightforward . At the very least, cutoff­
values are a function of genetic factors and 
the mul t iple factors which determine the 
quality of the exposure . 

The process of developing cut-off v alues is 
also dynamic; a matter of the on-going 
process of information gathering and human 
heal t h assessment. At present , there are 
several government agencies with a great 
amount of experience in these areas, the EPA , 
CDC and ATSDR. 

Though t h e cleanup of the Columbia River may 
be c urre ntly the purview of and/or result 
from the " joint activity of three government 
agencies : DOE , EPA, and Washington State 

Resolu 
tions 
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Department of Ecology , " it would seem 
reasonable that all go7ernmental agencies who 
determine human health risk (EPA , CDC, and 
ATSDR) should b e involved in this process. 
Ye t, only the EPA currently collaborates in 
t his projec t. 

In s um, t he as s es sment of human health risk 
is ne ces sarily d riven by the continual 
feedb ack f rom t h ose ongoing hea lth 
evaluat i ons b eing carried ou t by the various 
governmental age ncies and priva te facilities . 
The human health impacts resulting from 
Hanford Si t e operations are likely to be 
comp l ex and p robably mult i -generational . 
These hu11:an hea .l th :ciS.'< !3 will b2 fully 
identified only through the USt.~ of the most 
c u rrent epidemiol ogical methods . The CDC and 
ATSDR have considerable expertise in the use 
o f t ho s e me thods . Their exper t ise might also 
be profitab ly b rought to bear in establishing 
the range o f exposure cutoff-values. 


