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PUBLIC COMMENTS O.U. 3 PROPOSED PLAN 
(OFFICIAL COMMENTS FROM FRESH) 

01 /30/94 

FRESH/DOE-FN 
4 
COMMENTS 
OU3 



.Tanliar-y 3 0 ,  1994 

i 5 2 3 7  f 

M r - .  Ken Morgan 
P u b  1 i r R e  1 a t  i on s 
U . S .  D e p a r t m e n t .  of E ~ i t . ~ . c j y  
P . 0 .  Box 398705 
C i n c i n n a t i ,  OH 45239-8705 

Dear M Y .  Morgan: 

The p u r p o s e  of t h i s  l e t t e i -  is t n  p r o v i d e  o f f i c i a l  comments  o n  t h e  
Opcrd l j le  I J n i t  3 Proposed P l a n :  

1 .  The A s s i s t a n t  S e c r e t a r y  of E n v .  Rest. 84 Waste Manaqernent ,  Mr. 
Thomas GL-umhly, must s i g n  t .he final I R O D :  a l o n g  w i t h  the 
Fernald S i t e  Manaqer  (Mr. Hamric): U . S .  EPA Pirector, P r e s i d e n t  
of FERMCO and a l s o  an a d d e d  1et.t.er of conci i r re i1c:e  from t h e  O h i o  
E P A .  

2 .  T h e  p u b l i c  rourt. h a v e  a g u a r a n t e e  t h a t  w a s t e  s t o r a g e  i s  i n t e r i m  
arid t h a t  t h e  1.oiig - t e r m  l an  f o r  wast-e is made i r i  d Limply  
m a n n e r .  I n t e r i m  must b 8  d e f i n e d  i t i  number of y e a r s .  

3 .  T h e r e  should be c o n t i n u o u s  m o n i t . o r i n g  of b u i l d i n q s  B Y  t h e y  a r e  
t o r n  down and t he  r e s u l t s  shoiilcl b e  made a v a i l a b l e  i n  a t i m e l y  
L a s l i i c , n .  

4 .  T h e  p u b l i c  m u s t  be i n v n l v e d  i n  k h e  l n n 7 - t e r n i  s t o r a g e  a n d  
disposal p l a n n i n g  p h a s e .  Thc+y m r . i s t  a l s o  be kept .  a p p i - i s e d  o f  
s i t u a t i o r i  on a req1 .11ar  b a s i s .  They  m u s t  b e  a l l o w e d  t o  s e e  t h e  
s p e c ' s  of i n t e t i r r s t o r a g e  p l a n s  and i d e a s .  As e a c h  0 . U .  waste 
s t . o r a g e  i s s u e  a i : i s p s ,  t .hey m u s t  A,? added  t o g e t h e r  anc i  t h e n  
w o r k  C.nward t h e  long-t- .erm p l a n  f o r  wast-rl s t o r a g e  CU i l i g p o s a l .  

5 .  F i n a l  perniancnt storarJe f a c i 1 i t . y  m u s t  b e  t .h. i t ,  a n d  n o t  t h e  
int.erim-stotacje s i t . ? .  O n e  c a n n o t  hrc.ome t .he  other t h e y  must 
h e  totally s e p a r a t e  of cne a n o t h e r .  

6 .  Any docunient-s r e l e v a n t .  to t h i s  0 . U .  chat .  a r e  placed i n  t h e  
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Hecnrd or t!ir  R e a d i n g  Room, t h e  community m u s t  
h e  n o t i f i e d  and a f f o l - d e d  tlie opportunity t o  conimeni- o n  t h e m ,  i f  
.?. p p 1- o p r i a t  e . 

* 

7 .  DOE/FERMCO must. show how t h i s  wi 1 1  s a v e  money and  t i m e .  Thay  
i i i l i R t .  s h a r e  t.heit- plans for D & D iis we move t h r o u g h  t h t .  
p r o c e s s .  I 

3 .  POE/FERMCO r n i i s t  look a t  the l u n g - t e r m  waste p l a n  b e f o r e  i t  <:a11 
e v e n  think about i n t e r i m - s t o r a g e .  I t  should h e  calied 

i n ' c e r i m "  ifnt-. i  1 j t ' 3  ,3Pernecl " l o n g - t e r - n i "  & -  " p e r m a n e n t " !  T h e y  
n i u s t  c i e € i n e  how l o n ~  " i n t e r i r r b "  r e a l l y  i s  - -  with a d e a d l i n e  01. 
proposed d r 3 d l i i i r .  T l i r y  tilust. r - e - e v a l u a t e  a t  t . h a t  t . in ie ,  wit .h  

I, ' 
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, 
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community i n p u t ,  for t he  l-ea3luns A S  t.o why i t ' s  l o n y e r  or 
there's n o  l o n g - t e r m  plan 5 s  of y e t .  

2 .  T h e  cornmunit-y m u s t  and w i l l  be walked t h r o u g h  t h i s  process. 
This m u s t  be quarariL:eed.. R u u r ~ d t a b l e s  s h o u l d  he h e l d  a s  f u t . u r e  
plans o r  updates  o c c u r r .  

I f  you have q u e s t i o n s  a b o i l t  t h e s e  comments, p l e a s e  contac t  me as  
s o o n  a s  p o s s i b l e .  I look forward t o  seeing y o u r  o f f i c i a l  comments 
w i t h  regard t o  t h e s e  a t t a c h 4  r o m m P n t s .  

LC /ea c 

c c :  f i l e s  
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'-'OPIPIEI.ITS ON THE OU 3 PROPOSED PLA1.I I -  EA FOR THE INTEEIM 
R E P I E D I A L  ACTIOPJ 

* The terms interim storage" and "temporary storage" can 
mean very different things to dirferent people. The public 
need3 and deserves a Guarantee that the I' interim storage" 
vi I I not be a1 lowed t o  become "permanent" because of 
schedule slippage or  fundin3 problems. An agreement that 
Spel Is out how long " interim" may De and h o w  the pub1 ic can 
entorce this is sorely needed. I t  should be signed by t op  
officials who have the power to sign such a guarantee. 

* De sure  that proceeding with this IROD does not bias the 
HOD or  eliminate options, such as off-site vs. on-site 
storage. 

* Because t h e  annual Environmental Plonitoring report 1s 
issued so long after the monitoring Is actually clone, the 
public deserves to see t h e  envircnemtal monitoring results 
Often. perhaps monthly. so they can be assured that the OU 3 
[HOD activities are not affecting the community.s air. 
w a t e r .  or environmental quality. 

+'Also, the monitoring done speclfically for the IROD should 
be made easily available to the public. An update at R I / ' F S  
meetlngs would be nice. Fast turnaround on anaiyzlng samples 
Is important so that any problerns wi I 1  be detected promptlis 
enough for nitigatlng measures  to be taken. 

* Developing accurate real-time mon~toring should De 3 DOE 
prior1 ty. 

* On page 1 - 1  and 1'2 i t  states that I t  is [IUE polics to 
i ncorpora te EIEFA va I ues i n t o  the 2i/ FS process ";.:herever 
practical". Where (.!as i t  not practical 7 How does the 
general pub1 ic know that a l  I of NEPA was real 1s' incorporated 
In t h e  document if they aren't NEPA e x p e r t s ?  

k How does an E4 on an UU relate to the RI./FS EIS being done 
t o r  the whole site? 

t The terminology used Is not exaccly up-front and honest 
with the public. The fact is that the "interlm" ROD is 
actually a " f i n a l "  !?OD for the pcrtion of OU 3 that dealt 
with the buildings. Once the IROD is chosen and buildings 
come down. we won't be able to c h a n g e  that. It.'s flndl. 

fi A FONSl shou!d not be written Defore the public an6 
cegulatnrs have had the c3pportunitp to csrmrient on the E A .  

I, .:. 3 :-I ;, - -0 , I I-, 1 -1 1 I. 'E. 1 4  I T  
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* The t e r m s  " interim storage" and "temporai-y storaae" can 
mean very different things to different people. The public 
needs and deserves a guarantee that the "interim storage" 
v i  I I not be al lowed to become "permanent" because or' 
schedule slippage o r  fundin3 problems. An agreement that 
spells out how lor ig "interim" may be and h o w  the public can 
enforce this is sorely needed. i t  should be signed by top 
official5 who have the power to sign such a guarantee. 

* De sure that proceeding wlth this IROD does not bias the 
ROD or eliminate options, such a s  oi€-site vs. on-site 
storage. 

t because the annua I Env I conmen t a  I Pion i tor i ng report 1 s 
issued so lono after the monitoring Is actu.31ly done, the 
public deserves t o  see the environemtal monitoring results 
often, perhaps monthly, so they can be assured that the OU 3 
IROD activities are not affecting the c0mmunity.s 3ir. 
water, or environmental quality. 

* Also, the monitoring done speclfically for the IROD Should 
be made easily avallable t o  the public. A n  update at RI/ 'FS 
meetings would be nice. Fast turnaround on analyzlng Samples 
Is important so that any problems w i l l  be detected gromptli. 
enough for  rnitigatlng measures to be taken. 

* Developing accurate real-time monitoring should be a DOE 
p r  i or I t y . 

* On page 1'1 and 1-2 i t  states chat I t  is UUE policy to 
incorporate EIEFA vaiues into the R i / F S  process ";.:herever 
practical". ! Jhere  was i t  n o t  practical? How does the 
general public know that all of YEPA was really incorporated 
In the document if they ,at-en' t NEPh esperts? 

* How does an EA on an OU relate to the RI..'FS EIS betng done 
t o r  the who1 e si te? 

t The terminology used is not exactl:.' ~~p-iront and honest 
with the public. The fact is that the "interlm" ROD is 
3ctually a "final" !?OD for the pcrtion of OU 3 that dealt 
with the buildings. Once the IROD is chosen and buildings 
come down. v e  won. t be able t o  change that. I t . ' s  ftnal. 

* A FONSI should not be wrltten before the pt.13lic a n d  
r e g u l c i t n r - s  h a v e  ! lad the (11ppr3rtun i l y  to csmment on the E A .  
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