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.-; ' ' Providihg truthful infordation about the site and site .actiyities , . I , 
1 , I r ; !nvolving stakeholders in the'decision-making - process,: ., . . , 

0. Desire for'site cleanup withdut.wasting taxpayers' money! .. 
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I , .  . -J  . Providing.Trutlifu?\Info&+ation about the Site and $te Activities .J- ' ., 

.Virtually all-of the conhn&fy 1eader;ar-d general pubjic respondents . + '  . I 

/truthful information about the yerhald site an& s$e activities: -Sever4 '. \ 
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-.. 1~ .interviewed during the 1994 commdty assessment, as'wel1.a other' 
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' . - , I ; .  5 ' / .  ,. 
I . ~ , commurii'ty leaders' hd general public respondents interviewed sajd : 

. : serious.gature of work conducted $Femald, ,aqd later, about the 
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'activities.. However, because of feelirigs of deception in%e past, . - I , -  .. \ .  . . 

were somewhat knowledgea5le about..the Fernald site and $ite , ' 1 - z  . , 
activities.aiid r,ated efforts.to inform thepublic'about si6 activities I ;' 

' . . abovi average.' However, general public respondents interview4 ' ' . .. 

. ' rated-their,understanding of site issues below 'average. They also- gave ' . - 

- . .  receive their information about thesite from hemass mhia/  rather . 
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, Half of the community leaders interviewlid said .they feel they have not \. - ' .- _ /  
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' r\I received sufficient infokt ion to bkcome involG'$ inthe decision- ,- . .  

\- . ' . making process -at Fernald. .One-community leder said he felt. he ~ 

I third interviewee suggested Ft infon&ion is not-wily accessible, 
-which.may be a* barrierto inyolvement in the decision-malciiig 
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