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The Fernald Env1ronmental Management Prolect is one of\the first

major Us. ! Department of Energy (DOE) “facilities to shift its mlss1on/

completely fromi.defense programs productlon 0 environmental
.restoration.. The DOE is conducting the cleanup of the Fernald

facility under a variety of federal regulations and agreements. with

federal\ and state agencies. The- primary regulatory-driver-for the.
Femald cleanup is;a, Comprehensrve Environmental Response,

" and the U.S. Envrronmental Protection Agency (EPA) That

&N
,/'

./..

\

o ST . Compensanon and Lrablhty Act (CERCLA) agreement between ‘DOE

\

i

s agreement mcludes a prescrlbed\sequence of activities. that will lead to7s
a series of formal dec1s1ons culrmnatmg cleanup_of the ‘Fernald site.

oy .t Tes et s - o :
I ro . [P oo et

: ARIRE /'\‘ T e L -

. - v, \ ! L / - $ - J ~ .
» Sl o The Commumty RelationsPlan for the Femald Env1ronmental SO
A e LT Management Prolecthastwo objectxves

/,(_

, / . ’ J ' \ L~ [N

. o ) ( . e Vo

To support the envirchmental restorat10n program by '
creating a process for public partrcrpatlon that mforms/ .
managers of public coricerns so they can, make R

_‘appropnate, decxslons ‘_ S ' S

. o ,/ // . Ly .
To deﬁne and lmplement the public pamcrpatlon ST

Lo __:;act1v1t1es requlredby law' ' /.‘ o

AR SR T Vi s
\ . . LG 1'5

oo e T

. A e
N The ultunate obJectrve of thls Commumty Relatzons Plan i 1s to bnng ’ ‘ "\/ y
. \' ) ', , publ1c and project interests into. alignment, thereby ensurmg pro_]ect e
" decisions- reflect community values RO } '
IR T YA s A S
e Commnment to Publlc Involvement o : S .
NN < /"-/. - A .- =
' People have a fundamental desxre to part1c1pate in decisions thiat affect N
. A their lives: Thére' are’ many people whose lives ¢ can be affected by the-
o - R A Fernald cleanup. .Some are residents near-thé site, business leaders,
AT people concerned, about the-environment and Fernald facxhty s
. Lo -,\employees\/ L LTS oL

\
\
~

"/\\ \- N \,‘.‘-/‘_. . . \ .
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E »These basrc precepts were adopted by: Femald management in the

- 2 decisions in which they had no role in makmg “This.one fact about .

L prolect costs and speclﬁc s1te actlvmes L :_/ b S S

. The publzc mformatzon component is the tradmonal method of -.

stake in declsron\makmgl at Femald have the opportumty to part1c1pate B RSN

. establish meamngful commumty dlalogue on such matters as health Y N .

*varlous laws, regulatlons and gu1dance*¢ » ‘ \ S .\

‘The program has three fundamental components publlc mformatron N

=/ B -
.- The second arid third. components, management znvolvement and% s ok
perso\n-to—person communication, -are targeted toward promotmg two— CooL

- EES
/ - N \/l g

If people’feel they cannot partrcrpate in dec1srons that affect a
thém, they might not accept those decisions and may try to get the ! 7 > L
decisions overturned. At the very least, people may passrvely resist T
_ human. behavior would’ be enough to Justlfy a'vigorous Publrc ' A
Involvement. Program. | SN ~ I

/ o . 5 (» . ~ \ — ./ -4 . / , \
But there is another reason.; Time- has shown that T many minds, - ‘
workmg together can often ¢ome’ up with better solations for\ - @ . ey
problems It may take extra time at the begmmng to involve more| . Vooao
people ih decision makmg, ‘but-it ¢an save. time and\money before the ' X
process is complete -For these reasons, the Fernald Publlc N \ A
Involvement Program -- as ‘captured in this Comimunity Relatzons by o
.Plan - will encourage an active role for c1tlzens who live/in O, hear.

‘affected communities. The plan will ensure that all\mdmduals w1th a, \' c

in the process to ensure that the resultmg decisions are’ made with full -
knowledge of the pubhc s views. , Fernald managers ‘also. w1ll/str1ve o

concerns,,env1ronmental issues, remedial action constructlon plans S

- N \ .7
~ > .

T - - .
P Uy s e
/ A R
Publlc Involvement Program which exceeds the actlvmes mandated in- '

A Y

\\’ . \ \\

: management mvolvement and pCI'SOI’l-tO-peI'SOIl cornrnumcatlon T B L
-/ 3 ) . . .
! N T

- - PN
mformmg the public of events, plans and i nssues at Femald’ Pubhc i ._ , '
-infotmation products ‘include brochures drsplays \newsletters fact

sheets and vrdeos S _-,/ A R o

. . . /*4. . S ll;\. -~ . \\(

way commumcatron between Fernald management ,and the pubhc
. g

S

7 ,“ N 7 B - o~ P
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AT . Management involvement shrfts the primary responsrbllrty for public |,
B ,  involvement from the pubhc affairs staff to Fernald decision makers,
. TN ‘,’ n enablmg the decrsron makers to become more. famrhar wrth the -
o L T commumty s\concerns “values and interests. The Public Involvement T

' ’ Program establishes a'process, for mtroducrng dialogue between ’

. , ~ Fernald decisior makers and- the publi¢ early in the decrsron—makmg .
o N o .process. This.dialogue allows' pubhc values-and concerns to be hard - > _:_
' 2T . throughout the development of ‘alternatives and promotes consideration -
S Co e of the full range of social, cultural economic and techmcal factors o
A ’ affectmg decnsrons S S0 oM T
T ' SRS ;’ i-\’-\-/ : Cav \\m. ol
- e o Person-to—person commumcatzon mvolves establlshmg/and ‘maintaining- '
‘ R relatronshrps between site employees and nembers of the’ commumty -
o/, 7 V.7 .; This approach acknowledges the natural tendéncy for people to trust - b

ST ~ , someone. they)know oyer another source of inforiation like-the mass
S e S foo medra or )unpersonal written commumcatron ‘Through' person-to—

L, ' .person contacts 1/nformatron about Fernald is transmitted, fo the
7 L commumty and preferencés and concerns ‘about Fernald actrvrtles are’ . .
A SR IRV relayed to.decision makers. A successful example of both person-to- -~ -
S S persomcommumcatron ‘and management involvement is 'the Fernald

I e LT ,\" Envoy Program, created-to break down communication barriers and
o - - . bnng decrsron makers and stakeholders together NN - e R
S - . . . \ DA o ' L
T . Integrahon R f/.'f.""' S U T A

T T This Commumty Relanons Plan mtegrates the prmcrples of Femald’ L
DN N N Publrc Involvement’ Program and the cornrnumty relations activities - '
B o requrred by regulators Thus, for the purpose of this document, the L
T Sy :_-f - -\ rterms "public’ mvolvement and ' commumty relations” are. used -

. R R mterchangeably The plan also outlines how the DOE will contrnue to~’
LD T e mvolve stakeholders. in decision makmg durmg the desrgn and .
N S remedratron phases of cleanup . e
¢ - R ) .
R T Overvuew of Communrty Concems L
S P . o - Co A
. o The Fernald Commumty Relanons Plan 1dent1ﬁes issues of commumty
. o f\‘/ concern regarding ‘the Fernald Env1ronmental Management Pro;ect In'
RN S - general community concems can be broadly grouped mto four key /

AN
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Section 1.0 - 3 < Overview of the Commum Relatzons Plan '
Z } \
- - S B I 1 3 .7 ~
L, . s - J A , B . ~
! , - - - : : L
-, Y /- { A _, / = — X
J ~ ” ~ ~ \ " / . - By ' ) ' s A-
, RN o . Provtdmg truthful mformatlon about the s1te and srte NN
P L activities . - ~ . N
7 ~ e Involvin stakeholders 1n the decision-makin, rocess V o -
\ . p PR
- N ® . Site impacts to"public health safety andthe "~ . =
T -~ . . envjronment - . S~ ;;/ ¥
s - .Y s ‘e . Desire for site cleanu without wastm taxpa ers S
/ \ heS 1 t p y : {.
IR ~ / ~“a. money . ../ - _ o )
[ . . - e . T, /’( - ( - ) ’ L . ) ‘/ / “
. Orgamzahon of Plan S Jry T T "
Ty A \ DRSNS ..
b ) W .
a \/ R Th1s Commumty Relatzons Plan has béen prepared to ald the DOE )i LN
e S developmg a program tailored to the needs of the commumty \affected : R
T by the Fernald site. These sections follow TN \{/ N S
Lo r‘ . L R LN R . s\ ,
o - ‘ o . e Capsule Slte Descnptlon ) “\ R ) SRR
e l U > - @ ' Community Background oo~ AR N N
- hd ) v N ’ T N <
: R 4 ® . Highlights of the Commumty Relatlons Program o, 0! y
A N Techmques 4nd-Timing " S PRV N
N T g \0’ Attachments ~List of Contacts and Interested/ : o o
\ O I
N ’ R ey . Partxes Locations of Information T
L L RN Co - I\ - ¢ * Repository and Pubhc Meetmg R
A S S S . Locations " | ~ R NN
LN A @ Appendlces ~Requ1red and Suggested Supplemental )'/ s
oy L ‘. Commumty Relatlons Act1v1t1es I
. / _ . e Y SN Summary of Commumty Assessment R :
i . ~ . . o
R Fu SN T //, N, Results and In—Person/Telephone TN o=
TN~ (I Intervrew Forms - - | SN e
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Thrs sectron brreﬂy descrrbes the Fernald site and dlscusses why it v -
was placed on the Nattonal Priorities, List. It also' descrrbes the region” = | S ‘
in whrch the™ srte is located and 1dent1fies surroundmg communmes

. S 4 Coty _
" 21 Femald_ Envnronmental Management Pro;ect JEIR R
The\l 050-acre Femald facrhty is located in a riral area wrthm the C oyl

_i Great Mrarm River Valley, approxunately 18 miles northwest of \\' o e
~ Cincinnati, in southwestem Ohio (Figure 2. 1) The Fernald facility i is . N
~ bounded by Ohio Route 126 to the north, a transmrssron line to the 2 7o s o
- east, erley Road to the south and Paddys Run Road to the west.> . - - ‘
Fernald also owns a small trianguldr section ‘of land to accommodate o
“the Fernald site rarlway connectrng to the CSX Transportatron spu/r T ’
line. This land is "locatéd'on the west s1de of Paddys Run Road at. the - : .
-northern end of. Fernald property Approxrmately 850 acres lle in. ~ - T e )
northern ,Harmlton County, and about 200 acres liein adjacent Butler . PN
County /) The area immediately surroundmg/the site is prrmanly rural EEONN e,
~‘dominated by agrlculture with.some light mdustry Res1dentral N '( N N
commercial, and lrght industrial development exists along the Great - RN .
‘Miami River-and highway corridors. Commercral and pubhc land = ) - L,

* . uses include.sand and gravel operations along the. Great Miami River,

\mdustrral facrlmes nursenes ‘and produce stands ~schools and/parks R S

\\ . vy \‘\ . ' : _( \ '(" \

/

i
: requrrements and/or antrcrpated remedial action technologres The L

~ - J

‘To manage the cleanup ‘more effectrvely, the entire site was orgamzed ! e
into five, distinet study areas called operable units. . Each- operable umit . LN
“has sumlar physrcal characterrstlcs “waste inventories, regulatory -~ . .o Ay

PN — I

operable. umts areasfollows NS \” N ]. o
| ! R . . , . B ) l / o

.

e L Operable Unit 1 (OUI ) mcludes six waste p1ts a Bum Prt and’

J\Clearwell SR o LT .
/ il ""'\ S

‘e L Operable Unzt 2 (0U2) mcludes a sol1d waste landﬁll lrme P ( o

; shdge ponds, inactive ﬂyash prle active ﬂyash pile and the e Yy~
/- N - s

SouthFreldarea/_.'; o o s \,' AN
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“The Fernald Facility covers about 1,050 acres. " / j
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Operable Umt 3 (0U3) mcludes’ all processmg facrhtles :
located in 136-acre area > - \ LoDt

o=~ - -, o ) . J . -~ w / - i -
Lo . R ~ ¢ . i - Lot . \\.

Operable‘Umt 4 (0U4) mcludes "K 65" Sl]OS ] and 2 wh1ch o T
- I T i R

-~ ~ .7 contain radmm-beanng radioactive wastes datmg ‘back to ‘the’ o o
’ 1940s; Silo.3 which contains dried. uranium-bearing wastes Nooeh
and Silo 4 whxch is empty L e R

b S VA N /' A

Operable Unit 5 (0U5 ) encompasses the envrronmentalx media
e 7+ .~ on the Fernald property.: and surrounding areas which: could be:
oo - unpacted by the facrhty Env1ronmenta1 med1a~mclude the s N )

N SR ., groundwater, .surface water, soils, sediments; vegetatlon and - T
ST e S ‘wildlife throughout the Femald facility and surroundlng areas. o . o
oU5 also includes the South Plume, an area of off—property \-\ A TN
groundwater contamination. ', * ' ~ . S
Table 2.1 11sts the prunary documents for each operable unit and thelr
due dates for draft submmittals,) as estabhshed in legal agreements ‘ ,
o ‘between the DOE and EPA: The pnmary documents include the o e N
e oo 7 /i nitial Screening of Alternatives (ISA) the Remedidl .~ S 4
Investrgatlon/Basehne Risk, Assessment (RI/BRA); the Fea51b111ty o A

R R Study/Proposed Plan (FS/PP) and the Record of Dec1s1on (ROD) ¢~ o
G ~ / o
' Table 2.13 Due Dates for Draft anary Documents‘ S '
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_ * /The, ISA will be incorporated into the QU3 FS.
NS ** Risks associated with OU3 were addressed in pnor cleanup documents therefore

\ Lo . a separate BRA for OU3 w1ll not be performed

4 - Dates -are taken from the’ Amended Eonsent Agreement
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T E - F1gurer221dent1ﬁes the Fernald operable umts ‘ .‘ AN S { . ’

R I 2.2 Hlstory of the Femald'Faclllty S
T \ T o S
coo Constructlon of the Femald facrllty began in 1951, w1th full O f/.~/ : t_ N '
S PR * production-starting i in 1952. From 1952 until 1989 “Femald produced S _
= v hlgh-quahty uranium meétal products for ‘the nation’s defénse program. o
s I AT - The-iranium products were used in productlon reactors to make S - o
: o plutomum\and tritium at .other DOE\s1tes . . _ , - e
N A sttt g . P C .
' b - o Smce 1952 ‘'varius rad1onuc11des have been dlscharged to the atr A IR S
¢ T . soil and water, both on and off the Fernald facility” The -~ - : R
/ SN Y radlonucltdes include- those in the uramum and thorium chains; as well. 0 1. 7
* N (7, \vas'trace quantmes of some long- -lived fission productsand - - ,/) N
AT S transuranics. As'a result of these releases - and the threat of future : L,
’ TN releases mcludmg radloactlve matenals — EPA determmed the\ HPD IV T
g ‘ Fernald site presented an unnnnent danger to publlc health and the | N
R A L env1ronment E DR PR - N _/’."
o ce Lk . ‘\_ ) SN - ~ R - .)‘- ) . ) .
D R . ey r ST R
- - R In lDecember 1989 ‘the Femald s1te was added to the Natlonal ), N
. = i Prlormes List, which is. the list of Superfund sites most in need ) T
S A S cleanup The DOE announced its intentioi to formally ‘end thé e
DL o J productton mission-at Fernald in February 1991 and closure of the L T,
R S facrhty became effectlve in June 1991 o : o S S

s :‘\.., N ) \>_~—--'~ . oo

R " The Femald facrllty was ongmally built by the Atomic Energy e |
NS S Comrmssron which became'the Energy Research and Development - £ S

o , _ "\ Adniinistration, and then the DOE.” From 1951 through 1985, .

Lo Y /National Lead of ‘Ohio” managed productlon 'under a contract with the t‘. . RN

N V governmeiit. | From January 1986 through November 1992,a . ~ - . o

4~ !subsidiary of Westinghouse Electric Corporatlon Westmghouse Py

, ' _ Materlals Company of Ohro\(later renamed the Westmghouse o 'x ‘ _

VR R . Efvironmental Management Company of Ohro) assurned management e

Lo U t,ofthesrte N Y ! &\A-.‘_ A o Y A

. : o \ \ A i : T AN !
NN Yo December 1992, the Fernald Envrronmental Restoratlon A
T AR . -Management Corporatlon (FERMCO) a wholly-owned subsrdrary of’ A

NS Fluor Daniel, Inc., was contracted to manage cleanup of the site. The '@ °

o DOE retains respons1b111ty for cleamng up the Fernald site. | RN

N . S . AR
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“Figure.2.2: “Fernald
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3.0' COMMUNITY BACKGROUND . - ..~ " -~
. , ;- \ .
-7 Thrs section briefly describes the” commumtxes in the v1c1mty of the
e - Fernald site and discusses the level of stakeholder\mvolvement with )
~ " site act1v1t1es The Commumty Proﬁles section dlscusses the E
economic and polltlcal structures of the commumtles The Hrghhghts
of Commumty Involvement section descrlbes how the commumtles
have reacted to’the site m\the past, actions taken by citizens, and how
the DOE's approach to puiblic involvement has changed over the
Ut N \ years:: The Community Issues and ‘Concerns section ‘identifies how
the ‘communities regard the risks posed by. the site, focusmg, on the
> . . / perceptlons of the events and problems. . kL (
oo : % SN
) 31 CommumtyProﬁIesz" ST
- v/ ; L ‘o -
. The 1 050 acre Fernald fac111ty is.located w1th1n Harmlton and Butler
countres Elght hundred and fifty acres of the facrllty are located L

ol \, of the fac111ty are' located within Butler County, specrﬁcally Ross -
\ /- /.. Township: (Figure 3. 1) N 3y -

- N g : //.'-’ BN ‘\-,_ N A /
N \Harmlton and, Butler/countles are each govemed by three—member

boards of\comrmssmners Crosby, Morgan and Ross\townsth

v

P : : govemments derive authority from their parent/ countres all are/

govemed by the four-member boards of~trustees - X
Z ) / E ,
yweoo N
Ay : \ Manyfof the commumtres surroundmg the Fernald site are \ /
! VT umncorporated towns generally charactenzed as rural agncultural or .

o, \ "bedroom communities" for Greater Cmclnnatl area commuters
~ [ / . ~° ~

- Lo
Hamxlton County rN )

- 97—~ / /
[ - N . . 1 L
, ~ K s ) N b

—

' > Harmlton County is located near the Oh1o Riveft in the southwestern
- corner of. the State' \of Ohlo and is the economic nucleus of the 13-
%'/ .. . county Cmcmnatl metropohtan area. Hamrlton County |supports a’
B ( populatlon of about 866,228, with approxrmately 364 000 of the v
7« 7 county’s populatlon resrdmg\ln ‘the Clty of Cincinnati, which i is the
"~ county seat. Approxunately 78 percent of the populatlon is whlte \21
oo percent is Afrlcan-Amencan and ¢ one percent other minority groups

v , .0« The median household income is '$29,498. SRR

within Hamilton County, spec1ﬁcally Crosby Townshrp, and 200 acres

7

N

7

-~
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E . Section 3.0 - o o ’ e ’ ” % Community Background
) . / \ — Ry ‘ - ~ /\
- , P .
SN R S L ,"" S R N A Ly !
;o _ ; / - R ) / L
) i T \ ST Cmcmnatl is a major metropohtan area and is a center, for R
, o e manufacturing, wholesahng and- reta1hng, as:well as msurance and \ ) AR
. - finance companies and health services. Sixty percent of the population /~ _ :
) L Vs whrte 38 percent is Afrlcan-Amerlcan and two percent is other .
e T S mmonty 8roups. The median household income for Cmcmnatl is» . ’\
N s T N
. y ) . . 2 C oy - . L .
. s j ST - Most of the Fernald facrhty lres within Crosby Townshrp, which has‘a- R N oD :
s A populatron of 2,665. More than 99 percent of the population is white, . - .. '
| . . . . i . N -
N RO - .. with less than oneé percent minority: The medlan household income is ., ../ i
, 2 $28,706. The four small towns in Crosby Townshlp that surround the . = 4
T v N ‘ ~ Fernald fac1l1ty include New Baltrrnore (350) Fernald (20) and New BV o i
Lo T Haven (300) . . v - »,\ ) Y,
- ( L Ty s \:\ KN Ty '\ . o S oot '-7’/ o ',A'/\
L 8 M L FEEEN Located approxrmately erght miles from the Femald facility, the Clty v DR
S T Tof ] Harrison has a population of 7,518. More than 99 percent ofthe; i . R
b T R populatlon is White, with’ less than one percent rmnonty Many. people S 0
. S v f > wholive in Harrrson commute to Cincinnati. | The median household N R =
o N '}.\ e  inconte.for the Crty of Harrlson is $33 866. [ . Voo
. ‘ ’ o S . T S . 4 \‘ A — ST \ . -~ R <
S ,{‘.rk"\. ' '\ oo ‘Butler County ‘ 7.\1\." .,\f : )/ T - Sl Ana
, - : [ Y : ~ N J
g S SR Butler County borders the northem edge of the Femald site. The /( i
- \

o T largest concentrated area of populatlon in the county is the- Clty of : ~
Nooos s "Harmlton which hasapopulatlon ofapproxrrnately 61, 500 and is the. ;- -+ .~

B -4 ¢ county seat. Harmlton is also the financial, industrial and cultural R
S oy - center ‘of Butler County 4 - N \ ‘ : < \

X SRR R Butler County has a populatron of 291, 479 Approxnnately 94 percent S “\
- SN y o of the populatlon is white, 5 percent is \Afrlcan-Amerlcan and one
3 2 TR ‘percentlother mrnorlty groups. The median-household i income “for Loty
N o I " Butler County is $32,440. The county is comprrsed of 13 townshrps 7

: - mcludmg\Ross and Morgan townsh1ps whlch border the Fernald / T N

v U~ = xfacrhty S = : . o N ’
' ! - \ ) {'-’:f) B o N

2 v AN
Located north of the Femald facﬂ1ty, Ross Township has/a total\ |+ * \\}d

- | ‘ population of 6,383, and includes Millville, Ross-and Shandon More . : +

' oY ) , - than 99 percent of the populatron in Ross Townsh1p is white, withi less .~ M VL
e s | than one percent minority. The medlan household mcome is $38, 680. = N
s / I~

- ' i VAN - e AN N
AN (. V / A

o 1 ,\ N ~

~\ R \ V72N \ { N/




70, - N

’
\

7o o O \

N . e U Sty s N ! . A
TNt Morgan Townshlp has a total population of 4 972 and mcludes R P
o S~ -Okeana and part/of Shandon.-Of the 4,972 who live in Morgan . =~ '~ v
B T~y N ' 'Townshrp, more than 99 ‘percent are white and\less/than one percent is o !
( o -, African-American. The median household income for Morgan i\ - o
! : - S Townshrp is $39 247 S o N L ' J ‘
~ s o ;o -7 Wt Jeves Ny
N " ,. N o FranklmCounty, Indlana T AR T T L
. , \ . ' L. ‘_ I l N \~ T . ~ B . hS '/>~
S N o Yoo e Franklm County, Indiana, is adjacent to Hamrlton and Butler countres ;o 7
LT T e inOhio, and.-has a population ¢ of 19,580} Farmmg, manufacturmg, T
e T SRR retarlmg and service industries are the Thajor employers id Franklm ST T _
NS R VAT County “Brookvrlle is the county seat of Frankhn County \ R N
(; 40N A S T . ) oA A ’ '
Y Lohov 320 nghllghts of Commumty Involvement A N
, ‘o - e ; S ’ R »", ' / . L e
o r. .- The chronology of c]ormnumty 1nvolvement ‘at the- Femald site "~ - W
S, 7o X Js.7it 7 demonstrateshow increased stakeholder awareness prompied the DOE - - L
L 11 tomove from thefnon-pamclpatory "Decide, Annource, Defend” ' ", - ° 7
R PRGN strategy to the two-way approach’ of shared decision making that / RTINS
~ 0 T - Tesults ffom.true public involvement. In the" begmnmg, the' lDOE held _ CouTsT
e - public meetrngs which provided forums™ for ~protest and accusatrons S
J_~ .7, ' - _Since then, the DOE has made an effort to move from oe- way. o, T
T e two-way communication. Public mvolvement at Fernald became - "= ' | |
> - %. o+ - reality in 1993 when managers accepted it as thelr responsrbrlrty and = ;o
“ . -7 - made it a regular part of their decision-making process Some y A N
N T hlghhghts of that evolution 1nclude D B R O
s D REEEN U N Femald site_ environmiental issues became the center of pubhc\ ) .
. ~. 7.7 controversy in late 1984, when it was reported that nearly 300 - N
N . L , -pounds of enrrched uranium oxide had been rele&ed from the' . - = -
S \\ _-Plant.9 dsst collector lsystem to the atmosphere. During this o .
eyt time, it was also. disclosed. that,-in 198>1 three off- property I
' S S -wells south of the Femald fac111ty were found to-be .o :
., < ... . contaminated with. uraniurii. Inlate 1984 and early 1985, the .. P
k ) -‘\/f ) RN DOE held/four commiunity’ meetrngs and confirmed,the ~ - .. I -, 7
N oL - - Fernald facility was responsible for confamination of the . =~ -~ . Sy
S, =N o . wells. However, there were still public concems over possrble 4/ L
v L o s e '.off-srte deposmon of uranium in the air. 7 A

J
—
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L~
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Section30 -~ - . - - ' : - SV 4 Commumty Background A

: - A SoeN o ' A
“ 4 L it o A local citizens group, Femald Residents for Envrronmental AP
. N ‘//\ s ‘Safety and Health (F.R.E.S.H,, Inc: ) was. formed in 1984 by N
B . = . - area res1dents to_monitor Fernald activities and participate in =~ " - L,
- . . . . the dec1s10n-mak1ng process w1th Fernald management and o7
- S N 0V régulators. ‘ - , o ,
AV - oA P . "-: R . E
B A - ' . In 1984, Fernald-area résidents filed a‘class action Jawduit ~ .\ -
o Ty " . .-/ seeking damages for emotional distress and decreased property L
S T ' ~' 7 .- values. The suit was seitled after a summary trial in 1989, ¥
AT < with the DOE agreeing to ‘pay $73 ‘million for- emotlonal VEEIREEN .
Yo Tl " . distréss, medical monitoring, re51dent1al real property . *'_/ S
e s L ~ - -/ diminution and-legal and adrmmstratlve costs. The‘DOE L=
o "Vt . - agreed'to pay an addjtional $5 million for commercral and ' L :
b W ~* " industrial real\property ‘diminution clarms (for: property thhm~< Tao TN
. DU AT a ﬁve—nule radlus of the Femald facrhty) . N Y
. RN T ) o Nob . \ ' - N
oo L e I 1985, in response to growing public interest in the\Femald o
T U B N\ o site, DOE opened\readmg rooms (information reposrtorles) at L [
R o S ( ! . the site.and in the Lane Public Library in Hamilton' as part of R
oo AL T A A s an effort to help the publlc understand Femald operatlons o LAl
R NN L ».;.‘ Y e e v o
R ! e - In early 1986 two events - unauthonzed ventmg of the OU4 \J PRI
PR vk 7 silos 1 and 2 (K-65 Sllos) and -a crack in a Pilot Plant reactor =\ . J ' =
)) "7;"'- N ‘vessel - mcreased public interest in tl\le Femald/facrhty:~.' A AN
T I e - T RS : T ( e
: . N J In July 1986 EPA andf the DOE s1gned the Federal Facrhtles C
A Compllance Agreement wh1ch 1mt1ated the Remed1a1 o

3 / NP .

- . e ~ Investlgatlon/Feasxblllty Study (RI/FS) R P .

~

\
7

. ‘ . oL ' ! - '~ ~ . N
(\ o, Sl e With the mmatron ofthe RI/FS in 1986 Femaldsﬁrst \’? . RO
R A O -‘ ‘commumty asséssment ‘was conducted and the orlgrnal A
Ao o7y i -~ Community Relanons Plan hereafter\Rewsmn 0, was - _‘ N
o ot S developed P N Ve Y f/ X T
‘ /
&

YRR SR . _ - I N o

Coos ~ ‘ ' S
AN v e In 1987 Femald came under« mcreasmgly heavy scrutlny by . e
o 0T T 7 various ederal “and-state entities as documents dlscussmg PN

Iy R o ‘ \" T env1ronmental and safety problems at thé DOE nuclear A ! o
e~ 7’ R N weapons complex® fac111t1es were regularly covered by the news
) - medla Much of the pubhc interest centered on Government | | '
) : Accountablhty Project discussions of. potential hazards at the , = ~' -

NG o rfacility and estimated costs of cleanup and the RI/FS. ST o

W b
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As a result of connnumg actlvmes in the residents’ class action

lawsuit, national and- mtematronal medra attention: focused in .
1988 on the Fernald fac111ty, and 150 reporters came to the
'facrllty over a 10—day,perlod : e

\J - \ v N .
Also in 1988 the closure of ‘the Archdrocese of C1nc1nnat1\
Fort Scott Camp, located two miles east of the Fernald .

. facility, was attributed to negitive Femald-related publrcrty,

/Wthh “resulted in reduced attendance' Camp Ross Trails, a
local Girl Scout camp ‘which sits on a h111 overlooklng the
Fernald facility, also- closed its operations citing concerns v

- about the Femald site. '; — - N J !

P {’

.\ . _ |

l In f1988 minor revrslons were made t to the Commumty R
: rRelatzons Plan,\hereafter Revision 1, as reflected.in the RI/FS

Work Plan, Volume III." This revision superseded the N

- I

prevrous versxon of the plan N . P
) S0 i T
ARegular pubhc meetmgs on the RI/FS began in 1989 to update

the commuruty on the progress of the\RI/FS and related 7

~

\/toplcs ‘ > AN SN

)/

/ - A "'\ \ : '\/

{
- To encourage dialogue between area- residents and Fernald e
' personnel commumty roundtables on toprcs of public interest ‘.r'

‘were initiated ih 1989. Also, {Fernald representatives began
attending local townshrp trustee: meetmgs provrdlng brlefmgs o

~and answermg questrons ~

-',\‘ -
\

o 1989, a second comrnumty assessment was conducted / and

{

the Commumty Relations Plan, hereafter Rev151on 2, was

' agatn revised and approved in August« 1990 This revision

superseded all prevrous vers}:ons of the plan Lo

AT

. N
' —

-

PN

In 1989 DOE closed the readmg room if Harmlton because of

"ack of space, but opened two more. One Wwas at the Publlc
- Library of Cmcumatr and Hamﬂton County (at the main
" branch in Cmcmnan) ar\)d the other at the Public L1brary in.

Harrison, Ohro 2 NP S P

\
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Section 3.0 . . ~ Community Background
. , . . - R e
’ -~ . ) —
~ X < ’ -
L -5 . { - . 3l -
Y - / /
N T - .. e In December 1989 the Fernald site was placed on the
~ T C ' National Priorities List. - - \
). { VAR - .'l . — : ) AN
P T A p -® , "'In 1990 /DOE closed the on-s1te readmg room and estabhshed
B A “the Public Envrronmental Informatlon Center (PEIC) The
P S PEIC was located near the site to house the preexrstmg
~ f Fernald Adrmmstranve Recotd anid Information Repository ;-
EEA TN R “and to prov1de convenient publlc access to documents about
R y AN cleanup act1v1t1es at the site. ' | S P \
Tt , ( ';, i { R ) . ’ \ - / ‘V r / LSRN o I ) ‘

e On June 29, 1990, the DOE and EPA signed a Consent - v
i ' L = ~ : Agreement which establrshed milestones for the RI/FS. To ;
S ~" - - 7 7 inform the public and local residents; the DOE conducted four
‘ commumty meetmgs durmg 1990 -
. - 3 - ~ ¢
! TN ) S CIn September 1991 the DOE completed negotlatrons w1th -
AT ; : EPA on the Amerided  Consent. Agreement which: establlshed a
N ’ S \revrsed schedule for cleanup activities with- rea11st1c
T A SO ;o ach1evable mrlestones On October18 1991, EPA helda ./ "
publrc meetmg to dlscuss the Amended Consent Agreement,
! . : "In addition, following the public meetmg, EPArconducted N
s v ”m 30- day publlc comment perlod oo
- ; - - \-/(\r, l/"
\ o s e In 1991 the DOE committed to pay its "fa1r share" ($5 5\
[ LT € - ’ ( nulhon) of the cost of a_public water supply for local res1dents
= . R Ty whose. well water\had been contaminated as a result of past -
o T oS /5 ' Fernald.facility operatlons \ .Th1s system is planned to be
COPRN A ‘ operatronal in- the fall of 1995 ! SN !
AR CoHe e Jo NIy :
TN e e “In early 1992 DOE closed”the readmg,rooms at the pubhc )
VT ey ' libraries in. C1ncmnat1 and Harrison dueto dechnmg public
attendance and consolldated the1r materrals, mto the PEIC

f

f

—

{ v ’

A oA A o, In 1992,\ the Commumty Relanons Plan hereafter Revrsron 3,. /{
. Ey T v was revised again to- reﬂect major changes at the Férnald site,

| . _ " such asithe change in site ‘mission from productlon to /
ro ) C , I g enyrronmental remedlatlon Thrs revnsron superseded all
LIS ‘ e e prevrous versioris of the plan oL . v

e

~ - , -~
BN s R v In\December 1992 the DOE formallzed a notrﬁcatlon

G agreement with various community groups to alert leaders of b
T / S unusual events ‘and key activities at Fernald.® RO

~\

\~
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b Sectign}.O‘\\V‘ - RN S S Commumty'Background‘

N ’ e 7 Anew format for public meetings designed to increase - .
o oo P A S dlalogue'was mtroduced in October 1993. / The new approach *
- o ) allowed the publlc to. choose small break-out sessioris on o
> -7 G -f‘ . varrouS'toplcs Public reaction to the new format was .\_ AR
e 5 o pos1t1ve Break-out sessions were offered at subsequent pubhc \
: SN R meetmgs B SR SN O -
! N ' . T h ! | ’ ) o/ R
Lo - (e, The Fernald szens Task Force was formed in 1993 to o \
SN e : develop- a public consensus about cleanup solutions ‘anid future Vi
TN ' N * __courses of. actlon at Fernald: Comprlsed of 14 members and.
S L AT awo alternatés, the Task Force will prov1de recommendatlons i
ot s o (to'the DOE on future use of the site, waste disposal options;
L RN T<. 7. and ¢leanup objectxves' and priorities.. Representatives 'of the__
R S ~* DOE, EPA and OEPA serve.as ex OffiCIO members of the’
- = A . o .- . ‘ Tasleorce IR N R )_, vt .
. o ; 3 ~ N : Lo ot
Yoow. oy . e In November 1993 the DOE 1mplemented a Publlc R <
v L . Involvement Program at Fernald in an attempt to involve \ - - ‘
E \commumty members and other interested partles in the - f'\.\
- A RO Fernald dec1s10n—mak1ng process.” This program mcludes o
s o T D publlc information and. mcreased emphiasis on: management o
B D 1nvolvement and person—to-person communication.. - /.
oo <\.‘ .o . RPN (D SN
e AR L e In response to. pubhc requests the DOE conducted/a meetlng DA
— oA T VY - Tin January 1994 to_discuss the: integration of CERCLA and the, P
R - N Y NatlonalgEnvnomnental Pollcy Act (NEPA) : U '
o A v " X ) /‘ :
T ST e \'In February 1994, the Femald Envoy Program was’ initiated N
R AR e ! with 42 envoys: Envoys mform groups or- oplmon leaders * '
Vo A ; .about Femald activities;- listen to their groups’ opinions, A
S .. M 7 suggestions or questlons and return feedback to Fernald
ST ! .4 'y decision, makers. Envoys have established two-way " .
Do b - .. communication with many. groups with which Femald 7
LT RN prevnously bad no-contact. . . - . i}
{ . IR \,_ IR ~ ” w\" | “ /. : {
te At a June 1994 meetmg, several community leaders asked the -~
BN DOE to provxde contmued pubhc participation opportumtles , ; !
T o dunng the Remedial Des1gn and Remed1al Actron (RD/and

n » RA)process _ < A . o C \’V: .(
SN 7 T . - -
A L The DOE continyes its comrmtment to-public mvolvement

g .o 77~ — actjvities that exceed those: requrred by law. For example, the

- R R 'DOE 1nv1ted key stakeholders to-review the draft Commumty
. ! K ! R [ ‘ - . ‘ .‘ . R \) .

AN - S T
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) - - ' S Relanons Plan to demonstrate its belref that the pubhc should !
. 4 . L et .
Voo A oo 7, be consuited about how it should be mvolved in decrslon . ;
. A ) S maklng at Fernald. _ . N T A A A ) |
) A (SRR SR O . A oy R L ! s
A : AN : ST R s ' A
e ~ o : A ' : . e - . - . )

AN IR 3.3 ) .Fe’rnaI:dJCOmmunit'y Assessmen‘t’\ — SRR '4

"

VO - T o In order to unprove the DOE’s’ understandmg of commumty concerns,
' WS needs and-interests, a series of 1nterv1ews were conducted in May . - . =<

o 1994 Th15 comrnumty assessment evaluated the effectiveness of the o A

T Ly existing Fernild Public Involvement Program\ Atotal of 4154 ~ ., | AN

\ o ' intetviews -- 1ncludmg in-person and telephone interviews -- were T

. . RN conducted One of the primary purposes for expandmg the.scopeof.. -\ Y0 . N

Noo e . S o thrs assessment was to monitor. any’ changes in public interests, needs\ s

o SO SRR N R (*_ and concerns as the Fernald srte begms ‘its Itransmon from the: RI/FS L 1 Hoo

Lo e s /. phaseto the RD and RA phasel of cleanup Of the 415 mtervrews 50 S

I Tl - -were conducted with commumty«leaders the remainder were’ ;\' X . _' S

D TG B conducted with members of the general public living within a 5-rmle B2 G

' T T N rad1us 'and a:20-mile radrus of the Fefnald facility. (A discussion of o '

AR Ly oL o the methodology and copres of/the interview,;forms are found in~- Py R

N ;’/ " Appendle R \/. ..! L \.' /. | N

{
. L \\,L , .»~/_(". . .\’ ‘A ;. . R A . ¥ o 7J = R
LN, o e T addition to' the community assessment aninterrial commumcat1ons ,, ,
AT o ‘ audit with employees, was initiated in July 1994 by the Umversrty of BTy
-y ) -Cincinnati." (The . mtemal audit was conducted separately from the . . L .
' v v commumty%assessment) The audit mcluded several crossover, R
GO questions. from the commumty assessment " As a supplement to the -
o T j/‘ I commumty assessrhent feedback the Umvers1ty of Cincinnati prov1ded Ty .
P GG N SN ey r‘ /prelumnary dita. on/the crossover questions which were mcorporated T T
e o S -/ , m thls 1Commumty Relanons Planf e . o - RN
S A R - | SRR S R N
SR N s 3.‘4. Commumty lssues and Concems\/\ M T T N N
o < : P R
AR S B The followmg sectlon drscusses concerns about’ the; Ferhald site and ST
‘. T ~act1v1t1es raised durmg the 1994 commumty assessment ! Although N
. other\ sources of information aboult commumty congerns ‘and issués -- ; ~ ‘. -
. e such as transcripts, letters, and meetmg summaries’ - weré consuited B
ek e b to select the most appropnate/commumty relations activity, this plan; ‘ :
Ny, &~ relies primarily on. ‘the information gathered during the | 1994 s T
R T Ty - community assessment and communications audit. . S o

-

S~

= Ly N SRR N T A S G
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Community concerns and issues‘can:b"é linked to four core issues: ,
/ : \ <,

Prov1dmg truthful mformatron about the site and site actrvrtres
Involvmg stakeholders in the decrsron—makmg processf
throughout the cleanup process | o
, Site impacts to publlc health, ‘safety and the envrronment :

® ¢ Desire for site cleanup withdut. wastmg taxpayers money/ :
-0 ' A

Provrdmg Truthful Informatron about the Srte and Srte Actrvrtros
, . / !

. Vrrtually all-of the commumty leaders and general public respondents .
, -interviewed durmg the 1994 commumty assessment, as well as) other

,__/\

+ coricerned members of the public, expressed a desire for concise,
/truthful information about the Fernald site and srte activities. \Several
commumty leaders and general pubhc resporidents interviewed said :

A . _

-4‘.

\ .

that n the past, they beheved the DOE lied to the public about the /{ . :

. ; serious ‘Hature of work conducted at Fernald, and later, about the
©  extent of contarmnatlon and publ1c exposure 'to site contarmnatron .
Some mtervrewees acknowledged that recently the DOE and its

A contractors have been moré forthcoming abouit cleanup ‘and related site

‘activities. However because of feelings of deception inFthe past,

some mtervrewees ‘said theystill wondered whether the DOE’s new
AN ) VRN /

AY

—

N

N

\

~

{

P~ .

. Almost all-of the commumty‘leaders mterv1ewed sa1d d they felt they

,

were somewhat knowledgeable about the Femald site and slte
actlvmes and rated efforts to inform the - public about sife activities
- above average. However, general publrc respondents mtervrewed
“rated their, understandmg of site issues below average. They also. gave
" Feinald officials a Jow, ratmg on efforts to\ inform the pubhc In part,’

~ these low ratings ‘may be, because nearly half of the resrdents ‘said they

- receive the1r mformatlon about the site from the mass medra rather .

~\ than from Femald sources. General public respondents also indicated .

9

\they\would prefer to recejve information about the site from the \'/ A
‘media. A large number of general public respondents’said that they
‘would like to be’ added to the community mailing list to receive

mforrnatron about the Femald site. .

s i
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- - . ‘ . N - - . 7 R - - '

I ~ - . ' Y A

N Involvmg Stakeholders in the Deasnon-Makmg Procoss ’_p T
~ : S - ’ v s
*. Half of the commumty leaders mterv1ewed said. they\feel they have not . -

- 'f\, recelved sufficient mformatlon to become mvolved in the decision- - N .
- : _ 3 makmg process at Fernald. One community leader said he felthe .~ . - : C
N , R ,"’ could not make an impact in the decmon—makmg process; another said =~ =/ 7
, N he d1d not envision himself, in the decmon—makmg _process; and the - ) Ve T
AR ‘ S th1rd interviewee suggested that information is not easily access1ble A < :
B s . which-may be a barrier-to involverhent in the decnslon-makmg oy NS
_ o .} . _process. _The majority of commumty ‘leaders mterv1ewed said they are L
i AT ) J’ ’_ satisfied w1th’the1r current level of involvement at Femald and do not- - P o
= v - } "\ want to become more involved with Fernald site lssues Respondents SN N
- - - inthe 20-mile radlus rated Fernald’s efforts to involve: the pubhc ' T

. o , belowaverage R , el
N e P P N

N L3 e : N T
. ' Most fof the commumty leaders interviewed ‘were aware ofatleast i . > ,'\
£y v s . some of Eernald’s commumty) relatlons programs aimed at. mcludmg ARG
T ' - the publxc in the decxslon-makmg process -Less than half of'the . oy
T oo b general public respondents, were aware of some of these same o
S , . * programs. Addlt\lonally, the hkellhood of general pubhc respondents . .
- .- participating in activities desxgned to mclude the, public in Fermald’s -~ =
. o decxslon-makmg pprocess is low Many commumty leaders. noted the ‘ .
: A A /~ public must be mterested and willing to be ‘informed, about 51te " RS
g AN / L “activities. . "\—.//"5"_" o DT A N I L
o~ e T N o Site-Inipacts;to Public Health,-,Sa_fety and the Environment =~ " © " \-

\ BN : I

s~

/
[

. .. -0 o S ~
o ;o N Accordmg to several \commumty leaders and the majority of general oLy
N SR c \\publlc respondents~ the overwhelrmng association with the. Femald site ~ A1
~ = o] - is contamination-of s011 water and air from\past production’ act1v1t1es '
S . Asa. result of site contammatlon most of the people interviewed sa1d T
e = g Ythey beheve the health and safety of the surrounding community, as ’”_ e
Ny e D o - owell as thé surroundlng environment, has been negatively affected by . _ -~ A
v y .1 Dast practices, at Fernald. “In'addition, some interviewees said they ;. "\ . - . r
' fl\ ™ “‘could attribute their own health problems ~or family member s health A

. - problems toFemald o O oy ) '~
v v : 5T h S ce~ L - ‘ o i
. / O ‘ N
AN Vo o - Some of the commumty leaders 1nterv1ewed,sa1d they aré concerned ™ - g v
- : ‘ /. \that Silos T and 2 i m Operable Unit 4, commonly referred to as the

v~ D + "K-65 Silos," ‘may be damaged and cause add1t1onaerad1at10n : A

N ./ ") o . »y/

s 205 v -QO0GEG, RN ~¢15L-3045 REV 4 Commumty Relatlons Plan o
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| 'Contarmnatron caused by Femald’s past practlces also is thought by .
the public to have lowered property values near the’ Fernaldzsrte . -w,\ D

N 'Z,_~

o f/ respondents sard they believed: that the s1te should be- cleaned tg
‘ fmandated by govemment regulatlons 0 S

1 concerned about costsfassocrated with the Fernald 'ite cleanup »
- Several commumty\leaders 1dent1ﬁed as' their top concein budget and |
: costs /. Three community leaders interviewed said they were concemed

. ;
~d - : I . N N . ) E .

. - ¥ ] . Lo B (< - )t - /

. X VN

Ty | \ l ) R P b

»'_contarmnatlon to.be released Seven commumty leaders expressed -

ey

concern about transportatlon-related accidents that could cause. the

B release of Fernald site contammatlon mto the surroundmg area 1f
‘waste were sh1pped off srte SN e v

P

//_» A b . '/'.-\

NN <. e Y \

Some of thie general pubhc respondents who live! more, than fivé miles -
/from the site-said they beheve their property, or the\property of gf' ’_.‘

[

-1' immediate- famlly,members hid been devalued by Femald S
Yoo Co e =L

-'\(- ‘.‘-'._‘( .v;\ ;\- L e
s . .

Doslre for Srte Cleanup Wrthout Wastmg Taxpayers’ Money o \\ 1" < |

. \
/

Ny Questlons about future use of the Femald*srte were mcluded both i m

the commumty assessment and internal commumcatrons ‘audit to ass1st‘ B
_the. DOE Srte—Speclﬁc Advisory. Board, the Fernald Citizens Task

Force, in gathering information about publlc«preferences for future ki / o

. use. “The Fernald Crtlzens Task FOI'CC{IS to onsider such strategrc N B

1ssues as.future land use “of the srte cleanup objectlves waste . .~ \
drsposmon and cleanup priorities. The Task Force is schediled to. ~ e

-."deliver recommendations ‘on these issues to the DOE EPA, and the - ¥
Oth Env1ronmenta1 Protectlon Agency (OEPA) 1n the1 fall of 1994, .

'./\»_' N ~{ t\\_

© N

Whlle most agree the Femald 51te needs to be cleaned up, not N

' everyone interviewed during the 1994 commumty assessment agrees” ;

.on the level of - cleanup A majority-of the commumty Teaders: and — - \. '_';y_ - '

- K Femald employees said they thought the site_ should not be cleaned to:

prrstme levels.-. Conversely, ‘mére than alf of the general pubhc c .

pnstme levels even if achieving that cleanup level requrres spendrng

mdre \taxpayer money than™ would be needed to meet cleanup levels
\ - . \

{ l’l\ _/ N . -

- Y 4 TR

Commumty leaders who were. 1nterv1ewed tended to be more' . .

“about the availability of federalf funds to complete Fernald site - LT

o cleanup However most of the mtervrewees 11vrhg withiri the 20—m11e

\ ‘ l - ' .-' =/ - —',»-'r'v/‘
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8 s R ‘radius of the Femald fac111ty did not mentlon concerns related to \ . N
o ‘ ! T, budget and costs as thelr top concem o 0y B i~ .
. — ' \ i ; . N B P .
) . ! 4‘\-—4 ‘ ./ "\ r\ N N
L LT : The majonty of/commumty leaders and general publlc respondents A
T T . A would like to' sée some, if not all,/waste from\the Fernaid site . Sy N
N i IR _4'/ ~ ._disposed off'site. Some of the suggested locations for off-site drsposal VoY :
N o 4 mcluded the desert or a location. i in an-arid. climate, western’ states N
: - Y B ~ somewhere else and outer space. Almost half of the Fernald SN .
P SR T T L T
) PR Y Table 3.1: Top 3 C_‘ommm_lity ‘Concerns -/ R
t SV~ First-ranked Second-ranked Third-ranked : \
S o Concern Concern Concern
T~ Community Leaders ~ = \Groundwater and Future use of the . Pubhc ‘and worker 1 3
7 Vo R A U I T surface: twater Femald facﬂlty ,safety and health R
e Y < AR | contammauon "(‘(_ (16%) < (14%)\ ;f‘ v | R
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© Section3.0 N o N Communiity Background

.. When employees and commumty leaders were asked what they would
- do with the Fernald site once cleanup was completed ‘the most - -
b common ), response reflected a desire for the site-to Teturn” to a natural ",
NN . ‘,.settmg, such as a wildlife/nature preserve or park Approxrmately \
o~ ~one-thitd of the general public respondents- d1d hot have an oplmon o0
about future use of the’ Fernald site. For those general,public, - >
I respondents with an opuuon about final disposition, open space, or )
.permanent closure of the site ranked as the _mOst common response for
those living within the 5- and 20-mile areas. Table 3.1 sumrnarlzes
the top three concerns of commumty assessment (respondents ranked in’
;  « order of 1mportance . _ . S v
/ RO I _ '/\ ¢ . y AN
PR . : t N i

4 0 HIGHLIGHTS OF THE\COMMUNITY RELATIONS PROGRAM e

—

¢

oo o N The DOE values pub11c mvolvement in the Fernald decmon-makmg
P ~ process. Feedback from the 19\94 commmuty assessment confirms

A that community- members want and expect to remain involved during; >~

N »} «-the design and cleanup phases of the pro_lect Accordingly, the DOE: .

. 7~ _
- - - _ - y R . —~ v

Publlc 1nvolvement act1v1t1es for: each issue or pro_|ect phase shall be I
deternnned through consultatron wrth mterested publics._ In this way, .

" the level of-public mvolvement -will' meet not “only the regulatory“ AT
requlrements but also the needs of the community for information .

s

i T 7 l,
{ ) L N , ;‘_

3 N ’ Thrs Communzty Relatzons Plan provides for contmumg publlc ! " o
SO part1c1patlon throughout all phases of envifonmental restoration of the
Femald site. These phases mclude RI/FS RD and RA. oL

{
‘ I .

.. [,' o l Rierti=e X /-
, 4.1 Program Oveérview . = = .’ ~ ! o

AN

- [ In November 1993 ,Fernald adopted its Publlc Involvement Program

The ba51c precepts of tlus program are:. .
(VR . . . - o ’
Vo Nz IN Y g e
Y Tl e People have 3 fundamental desrre to partrcrpate in decisions -

J_ N - s /' A' '\k -

L

V o ./\/

) Many people workmg together can often find better solutlons
‘. o dlfﬁClllt problems 5. =7 T v~y 1

— ,/:’

7
t 4 . -
Q00628 2

WL S

‘ e shall/contlnue to offer opportunmes for public. mvolvement beyond LT
N . those requlred by regulatrons - . Ao

!

= o) about the pmJect and opportumtnes for mﬂuencmg decrslon maklng NS

\

thataffectthelrhves s o L7OON SRR
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: . N 18 3 1 L g
. .“ " , - - ’ . o . N \ . . . ' ] < = _ . . N (\ \
y . - - - / L B '\ L t_: \ - “ - [ L. s e ’
— : AY . N . T - 7 " : ’ {. pe \ ' . ' ’ . ‘ Ve . !
' ’ X -~ . T - N - . , S . - . ) l )
- A " - - N . . s
SN . Femald management is responsible. for mcludmg pubhc e T
B involvement in declsron makmg L . S 0
v v ‘ PR R . : ~ E
: ) . i = ot CotL
Lo .. The Fernald Public Involvement Program ~ now set forth inthe -~
IR ~ Community Relations Plan — seeks to create an'open, -accessible _3 o
PR o dec1sron—mak1ng process, culrmnatmg 1nformed decisions. Whlle ‘the . . ,"
R I R ) values pubhc input into this process ‘it recognizes that - . - -
R ', T declslon-makm authority af Fernald rests with the DOE and the NN
) . , v N Co ] - \
N ,regulatmg agencres EPA and OEPA . Lo
. S L Co Y
S I : ; S ‘
SR A 3*4.2‘:.Public Involv,eme,nt Progra‘m Approache‘s" e sl o
P R N ~ A “ o e
\ T 7 The approaches of the Pubhc Involvement Program are to ~ T _,) S v
» . - L. k = r/‘_,/. R C- -~ -0 5 ;
s T e T e Establrsh dralogue between Femald decrsron—makerSiand TR -
RS A NSNS affected community members early i in the declsron—makmg e ‘
. . L Ot 2 P | ‘ \ AR .
- A : : - rocess o : / e .
SN "f ToN , N , p 5 P N ’(L AT - T e
o S T A ‘ R
A PR RIEN S Contmually Took for and offer new opportumtres /to mvolve the EERPTA
e S PR AR Femald work force and pubhc m the decrslon-makmg process L
N S : oL . S -
/< J' . ‘:‘,‘ . : ;’-‘j‘ ! . Y Y - / / - C / . -7,
o, s ~ .r @ Provide mechamsms for ensunng Femald management T
NV " T personnel are aware of‘commumty concerns; attitudes, and - AT SO
S, o s, R informationt needs so public nterésts are understood and R l’{ RN
o L, Lo g - ) . considered (mthe decrsron—makmgfprocess o G =
. ' ). ' - ~ . ¢ D ‘I\ . \{\ L \ . . | ( 7 ) N
) e 0 o ol e Inform the ‘Fernald work force and publlc of planned and. - = A
e / B TR S P \ongomg/ actions and activities, mcludmg publrc participation - t; > )
S S "'\ opportunitiés; fmdmgs of studxes and\tests new’technologles = L
VR ' _, - - Y . -remediation progress and other issues of interest: Ensuié N , v
R I 'interested parfies are provided information necessary to ot g
. N T S understand ke issues and decisions at the Fernald site., Y. o, S0
\ e . S - ; y } . / / ~
. L . . - - . 4 — . o , o~ = ] \ l‘ - . N3 ’/‘
. ‘ Voo - ) : ( - : . ~ . ;
o o P @ . Apprlse federal state-and local ‘elected ofﬁcrals of cleanup , :
;o ~ 7 o ' \progress and opportumtles for pubhc mvolvement ol BN
AT “r DR - -
’ - N N 4 ) - ‘ .. .-. : B N . N
AV -y L e . ® Provrde opportumtles for the Femald work force general S g
R RN N pubhc regulators, and. federal, state and local\officials to i ~
) . - .
. RN ~° - . ‘review'and comment on studres and plans dunng ‘the decrsron— -
NN s makrng process. S v -,/’ ;
e ! L R \
: A ' o =T > S - Co
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o I BT . "':4 - ST A
: ' oL

L R S " - \ o ' .

A Address crtrzen\ and/or ‘media i mqurrles and requests through. - . >

N b prompt response and release of.factual 1nformatton . 5

/" < . . ( ’ - ( . K * ot S . NN ¢
- t . \ : - . . R

) ) / ; /o~ ./{ 3 . J

v i X

- 5 0 COMMUNITY RELATIONS ACTIVITIES AND TIMING A

N ,4‘ . \

o

{
The Femald srte must conduct speclﬁed commumty relatlons act1v1t1es a

o . ~Superfund, there are mofe requrred activities during the study stage ~
e T than there are during the desrgn and remediation Phases. Flgure 5. 1 v

S~ e \-shows the technical” rmlestones and assocrated requlred and -

S L . . related deﬁnmons is- prov1ded in Appendpr ;_."\ Co

o=l ey e ~ofpubhcmeet1ngs) N

AN .
- - supplemental ‘public mvolvement actrvmes A’ complete summary of
b W .= -, the requrred and’supplemental commumty relations ‘activities and \ SN

s N\

.

VAR VN \ S
‘ . The followmg actions comprise some butJnot all, of the actlvmes A
.\ undertaken by«the DOE-at“the ‘Fernald facrhty in order to  fully’ inform

. R - and involve the publrc ‘The DOE antrcrpates modifying thése Public s

SRR U 'Involvement \Program activities, as necessary, to’ meet the needsand
S 9. . desires of its. stakeholders Therefore these techmques should be - - -
o .consrdered tools'y in the: "toolbox of publtc mvolvement \

o ., ‘--‘ . N R \

v i

' R /e Publtc meetmgs and forrnal publrc hearmgs to s011c1t cmzéns

‘ , , / o " comments on: key issues and “offer- opportumtres\ for- crtlzens to
-~ L, o~ interact with, Fernald decrslon-makers fegulators and natural
e resource trustées (refer to Appendrx B, page B-7 for deﬁmtron

. \ T .
~. 0~ A (. - \ { S '/.) 3 -
) i ~

o e The Fernald Envoy Program, initiatbd-in February 1994 to. '

.{ . . h -
e L . b  leaders)\ Wrthm the first five months oyer 30 new,»volunteer n
- e : envoys were added : ~ s L

/' — . i - N

I - - : '
- N 7 v N Regular attendance and brreﬁngs at F RE. S H., Inc local

. r '--; S tOWIlSth trustee .and civic meetings to keep commumty groups« /'
‘ ' x . informed of current évents- at’Fernald; offer technical =~ I

e T s LT spokespersons to dlSCllSS trmely toprcs Where approprlate or

- A A requested’

. { TN
oy I mandated by various. env1ronmental regulatrons For example, under eV

Y :) . e

2R strengthen personal, two-way communication wrth”cornmumty o

s

N
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Section 5.0 - RRLER . Commumty ‘Relations Act1v1t1es and Trmmg
- . / . - - . ~ N i - .\ o~ - /
; = o ', - <y g -
; ~ - . ~ 4 .
// ~ ¢ A ’ \' e - ‘ i )\ . '\
. o . , A P
R . e The Fernald Crtrzens Task Force a DOE Srte—S ecrﬁc B S
e . p ST Sl
= o L v o ‘. * Advisory Board created in 1993 to provrde independent . o
i~ - . . . . . - BN
et e N oLl SNy recommendatrons to the DOE on: key decrsrons ‘impacting N .
2 . : . . . - 3 . \ . o~ e
s, V. /o - v ‘\ ) - ; \ ~ Femald oy B \\, . S o o/ ol ’ o
- / ‘ R . - { \ = ,‘\ R P . . N .
7 \ o . . ' . PRt
, B 1 .. 8 Prompt factual accurate responses to public and news medra A
p - - Ty 4 \ .. ., inquiries, questions; and concerns regarding site, i S
| B 7 . , - ¥ developments, events and cleanup plans and progress N
aARe ! - Lt ) ..-\ - " o . ~ % ’ . T30 :" -~
Y. KE News\releases and medla,advrsorles Yo inform local and Lot
SN BN g national medra of cleanup progress and events at Fernald U N & o 7
/e AN, L | 1 . ) : SV
~ v N e ‘ { ~ ' sl
\ . . e ertten materrals 1ncludmg a commumty newsletter fact St ,\ N
Yoov T e sheets, employee publrcatxons and progress reports to oy L, e
T U P/ \ 1 provide updates. on, ke actrvrtres and events at Fernald as . -
. L R ] Yoo P p " ANIEAN ./
L B well as to- promote opportumtres for pubhc mvolvement IR .
: : ooy . \r . . U
c g - R Yo N - \ \ .. VRN L o Y
' ’ ¢ ! 2 : R
N R S 2 L Alpublrc mformatron center that includes Fermald’s =~/ ¢ o - T
oy o N TN Infonnatlon Reposntory and Adrmmstratlve Record “as. well as/' ?} _ !
S e Tan mformatlonal database that contalns\electromc filés of most /-‘\);,\ L
AT W A PP EENER N documents*mtheadnnmstratlve record\‘ : : 4-\ .,,‘ I
. L ¢ o T \ v U , o . . K s .
‘ H ~ . ‘ - }\ . . ~" ~ ; ‘-)/ : . ’ { (r N S " J N ) ? / . _\‘( '
N R N \The Fernald Vrsrtors Bureau desrgned to prov1de tours of the N
B AT T C facrllty = ('\ : . , , \ , e T
S . / /3 NN K - e AR <‘ - \” : T A
. L4 Ny N ) \ % ’ s )
; , .o T - Q The Femald Speakers Bureau whrch provrdes speaker serv1ces : N L-
B . . N\ . . . ,,~ . . Y 1
TN Yy TR ‘\ = tothecommumty \ .‘y\«\:/ oy oaa /< B -” N
. -~y PR o » R . N / s Lot - \
N e A SR B " ) - ~ C \ ) R i L B
ool E SR S Math/scrence ubllc llterac ro ram to enhance ublrc Yooyl e N
RN AN ) P > RN
AR el AR ; understandmg/of/sclence and technology o V.o 3 I 2
- ’ . : I . : . e ~ .
; \( I‘ . .’;/ , \ 7 N ( ) < - 1 > 7 N -/‘ EE \ .
. S S ST Pre-college educatron outreach programs with local educational = .\ N R
oL P ! institutions to encourage interest in the sciences and offer M\ - R Tt
iy N O "\ opportunities for teachers to mteract«wrth Femald‘screntrsts s \\ B
. A . -~ - . . o R
N T N . and eng ineers R e U ry
1 \ \ B . A \'\ { . N N
- N - Ry . con N o \ o . -~ P .
w ir s P _ Y T I Regular ava11ab111ty sessrons where techmcal personnel are /- < 4
N ros T * cavailable to citizens, rather thar large, less frequent A o -
AR " LN ,(./ SN : commumty meetings; a telephone calliin optron for those- - VL ‘.
s P ~unable to travel to the meetrng location eg., handlcapped A
IR N v S A S
TN \ " 2R R U S ' W




Ly \

-~ '

S 6628
A .
. NN

AN A

. . — —— ———
. } ) B SENPE -,
h . N : P . - ~

Lo i

N4

. . /

s : \ . AN -

! persons) and on occasron avarlabrhty sessions on Saturday - _
aftemoons to attract members of the public, whotﬁnd it
dlfﬁcnlt to attend .meetings dunng sthe” work week (refer o
Appendrx B, page B-7 for deﬁmtron of an avarlabrhty sessron)
e LA 4

Informal face-to face meetmgs between Femald site Y s

v ‘( j ) management and opmron leaders - = . . ’, '

- ’ [ b \

Mailings, such as postcards to mterested mdrvrduals notrfyrng

them of: publlc comment perrods or the avarlabrhty of

‘. documents 7 \\ - TN

o C o ""\ N ;\,'.

e L S \Document and 1nformatron avallabxllty, as part of the DOE’s - - .

_policy of ensurlng that all pubhshed/mformatron be readrly

‘available to interested and affected parties. For example,’

- placing docmnénts related £ the RD and RA p/hase of work in

1N

\

~N

e : Sy

r'k c \

, . , .. R .M N

B . ] U " C : \
' ‘ Interactrve pubhcatlons such as mtroduclng a questlon-and- ‘
. answer column in wrrtten publlcatrons tO\encourage two-way
‘dralogue' N L e
: 4 — ‘ ,._.\ ! ) AJ ~_ S -
Message hnes especrally to create and mamtam a pre-

‘recorded message line’ that provrdes toplcs dates, times, and -
locations ‘of meetings; publicize the avallabrhty of such a/ )
service in the local media ,
T T e 3 .

~ L )- o - -
Advertlsements or other multr-medra formats to inform the

~

v T ., \/_’4‘ - o v

f
publlc about such topics of mterest as the avarlabrhty of key. -~ ot '
.documents or services, or to announce ‘activities at’the Femald

i c C s1te R '\\}-/.- ’\ yo~
Audrovrsual materrals to provrde accurate v1sua1 1nformatron NS

about Femald act1v1t1es M : /\
B ,

R .o EE L. L Y /'

PN

SN s

»' - L - - L .- o

-z - . . R
Assistance for pubhc ofﬁc1als mcludrng provrdmg mforrnatron
-and- respondmg on mutual a1d runs wrth local emergency S

B ) ’ . i4
ofﬁcrals ) . p )y “s- Cae
N, : o
Response to publlc 1nqutr1es usually within 48 hours of when

‘the initial request was made . -~

(=4

Lo~

\Y' .i.” 1

. Community Relations Activities and Timing,

the mforrnatron reposrtory for pubhc revrew Ly ;- P
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' N, h L b e i - S
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) . S = a R ‘ i
-~ e , 5.1 Program Measurement and Evaluatlon .
/ A ’ [ / i /
- -~ = S The DOE plans’ to conduct ongorng measurement and evaluatron of the b ‘ ,
a ; , A . effectiveness of the overall Femald(Publlc Involvement Program and BRI ,
P s : R ‘individual program elements \Measurement techniques will vary & N B ;
- ey dependmg on research objectlves A :
o ’} (\,/‘ ( ¢ - - -\\’.\"I R A\ -~
© e R N Typrcal measuremerit and evaluatlon methods mclude focus groups : N
o N with tembers of the\commumty, face-to-face interviews ‘with . e o 5, =y
~f el S commumty opm(mn leaders, mail surveys, telephone surveys, meetmg BAE
AP c 1 effectiveness surveys, and exit interviews. Evaluation criteria will be *. SR
/f\'l s L estabhshed for-each research effort Fundamental criteria include \ \'{ 7 R
R r/\overall satisfaction expressed by respondents with opportumtres/for L DR
- : I . SRR
L v 7 open, two-way dlalogue with decision-makers. and the percelved LU AP =
b : . - : R T EEEN NN
o’ [ degree of: responsrveness by Femald management to commumty N A
Vo g . o n : concerns and values JERE _‘ . LN y Y :
N - [N . oL L o, Y B S N -
. . . ) s . Vo e i . . . ]
. I The DOE antlclpates modrfymg publlc mvolvement activitiés based on, j‘ ”?‘ ~
O VRO T thesefevaluatlons as pro;ect and. commumty needs change o i T '
SR R N o N T
7 B . /N - £ A / ) ~ . . ' ( B o '\‘ N Y /’ ,
o s Z SV /- e N SV A
’ - ~ N R N Ve . / ) it
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o R Technlcal Mllestones and Assocnated Requlred and Supplemental Publlc Involvement Act1v1t1es S .
~ ! N — N oo \ o
T
o~ Ly o - N : - . t ~ N A N — — - _
\ - ’ 1 I AY . \ ' —_— L‘ﬁ . L ) . - .| 3 B EaN Lo -
. = ~ » P = y ' . \ - = . - T - -
: - RI/FS © . .| Administrative o g R Pro Pi - L - |'Record of . Notification p Prepare - ~ Remedial Operations & | .
: N - . ¥ ol -Proposed Plan __ - ~. . . — - P Nl B .
- Workplans | . - Record » | vestigsion | | Analgsisot [ - . R “®oDy | S | S L |Remedall Action |-~ | Mamtenanee |- .-
. \ \ N RI/FSReport Alternatives | N B R , (R ). ROD PR Design ~ o~ ] ot S0
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- ’ CONTACTS AND SEATING CAPACITIES FOR MEETINGS

N\t

R 1 - ' 0 - 7 | Seating - Seating \Seating
o PR A - .| Capacity . .| Capacity . . Capacity .
' |l Locdtion -7 - S - Under 25 < | Between 25-75 . Over 75 r\'
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~
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SUMMARY OF 1994 COMMUNITY' ASSESSMENT RESULTS AND ~

}( COMMUNITY LEADER/GENERAL PUBLIC INTERVIEW FORMS

. - { - Y .
Overvnew of Approach - f-f BN ! oY

h ~ . N S ‘ -
While the commumty assessment was not desrgned to be a, ooy
screntrﬁcally valid social survey, 'the goal was to seek a statrstrcally - s
sighificant saniple of the population living within the 5- and'20-mile ¢« - -
‘radius of the Fernald facrlrty, in addition to reaching, commumty PN L

s R \ o/ N leaders /A drscussron of the consrderatrons and methodology follows

R RN

P

/

/msrde a'S-mile. radiys and a 20-mile radius of the Femald facrlrty L

N - N - N

Commumty Assessment Process Consnderatlons and . .
Methodology = ' ~ s D T N
o - ) / o v ] /-I'\'\,"
Durrng the commumty assessment 50 mtervrews,were conducted wrth : ._'\

selected commumty leaders, mcludmg business. owners O

“representatives from’ local ‘chambersof commerce govermnent oy

-, officials, educators members of F R.E:S.H., Inc7, members of the - by |

Femald Crtrzens Task Force representatrves ‘of the local .media and vl =

area professmnals Most of the commumty leader, interviews. were ,‘ I
person—to—person however, a féw were by phone Commumty leaders s
‘were asked 59 questions during their: mtervrews oo S R

-~ —./‘I N N N . S Uy

" An additional 365 telephone mtervrews were conducted wrth resrdents~,/

;\I‘he telephone. interviews were condicted to reach a broader cross-" v
section of the public. Thesé respondents were asked 26‘of the - - _ b
questrons mcluded in the commumty ‘leaders’ questronnarre o =

~o N ' Ny
Resrdents in the two geographrcal areas (referred to as general publrc T P
respondents) were mtervrewed by telephone from 5 p:m. to 10 p-m. B

- durmg the week of May 2 through 5, 1994.. Cincinnati Bell Llsts a\v o oV

U O \subsrdrary of Cincinnati Bell Telephone, )provrded randomly chosen - ..

‘/

v g
N

phone numbers of residential customers from the area-within a 5-mile ,

-radius and the area between a S-mile radius and a 20-mile radrus of - Y | A
. the Fernald facrlrty Zip code maps were used to minimize overlap L=

between the areas Busrness and unlisted numbers were excluded ]
N /. C oy, - -'/,,‘x (.’_ AN
For the telephone‘mtervrews it'was detemnned that the number of - / _
mtervrews ‘conducted should provide a statrstrcally significant sample ,
"of the entire population within the 5- and 20-rmle radius of the IR L
Fernald facility. The initial sample.size for each of the. geographrcal N y |,'
areas was determmed to be 166 respondents The initial sample size « ’

of 166 mtervrewees identified for’ each area was based on the. e~
D ‘_ o - T . 14

)5 Co : ; R T Y A

PL—3045 REV 4, Fernald Envrronmental Management Pl'OJect ;_ GO 0040 /T A
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- Summary of 1994 Comrnumty Assessment Results

~~

R
’

N

P . o
.. sample. : T c S

\

AN

s After two days of telephone 1nterv1ews the mrmmum sample sizes - .,' e

. R DN ~ o
.‘A . // ) ) ) ! “\ / N . /
S N A : Lo - .
. . i

tos - A

followmg assumptrons 1) the results were assumed to be a normally

'\_\\b

- distributed bell curve; 2) the desired level of confidence in the result - v

was 99 percent /3) an average score of "5”" for values was antlcrpated -
/&) a standard deviation of 2.5" was- ant1c1pated and ’5) the actual SN
mean was desired to be within + 0.5 of the/calculated mean of the

\. L / . . \ C . 7 ) X . ' R \

- I

-were adjusted to 150;interviewees. for the 3-mile radlus,and 114 N
interviewees - for the 20-mrle radlus To determme the minimum T

sample size requlred each mtervrew conducted durmg the first-two ~ , T

R days was Scored. "Knowledge and "interest"” were the two values i
used to score the interviews, The kitowledge varlable -was scored o
based on responses to ﬁve specrﬁc questions. Sumlarly, interest was i ‘
determmed by responses to' ﬁve specrﬁc questlons R T

-:/ T / "\.1\\"\‘(' 14 ‘\/

Open-ended questlons were dlfﬁcult t0 use in statlstlcal analysis '\ .« [
' because.in order to prov1de a response the mtervrewee was assumed N
to have some level of knowledge about the Femald site. , Choices were -

‘ not presented to respondents’ 1n these open—ended questrons rather

* they freely presented their own views. As a result, responses to the_

NI

open—ended questrons vaned consrderably, some Tesponses were not- .-« ! -

‘even relevant to thé rev1sro{1 of the Commumty Relanons Plan VAR
A T / ~\.vl L s h : . .‘ T
For many “of the»open—ended questlons comrnumty leaders 1dentrﬁed N

‘ multlple responses or categorles of r/esponses For some of these . 7 o
-~ questrons the multiple responses were counted separately ifthey ' " o i

. contained mdependent or unrelated/thoughts N o

AS AR S e B VoL L
However open-ended questlons prov1ded ari idea’ of the range of - =l

responses For statistical mterpretatlon of the open—ended questlons N .v'« L

JINAjOr Iesponses. would need to be presented in another survey,rwhrch -
~would allow responder}r/ts to elther choose or rank iterns presented ina- 7 .

’hst ey R NS T -
7 \ ’ . \ ’ ’ . o Tt o /
Followmg completlon of 55 telephone interviews in the 5-m11e\rad1us o

and 98 telephone -interviews._in theé 20-mile radius, the sample size.was. © © K
evaluated 'to. determine if the 1mt1ally determined sample srzes for both

- areas were valld oL I needed to be adjusted. After the telephone LN
interviews were completed the sample size was calculated agam to o
assure attainment of the minimum number of 1nterv1ews o AN B
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O Umvers1ty of Cincinnati. As a supplement to the, commumty PN ,, po Vs
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T s : assessment .preliminary data from.the 1ntemal communications audit-~ PR
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Lo~ . mass medla is mentioned most frequently as the pnncrple mformatlon o ’
: / LN source of general public respondents. However, 52 percent of the R
Uy el . ] ~ o
L / \/' - commumty leaders also-identified the media as a pnncrple mformatlon AT
S f source ' Nineteen | percent of ithose who 1dent1fy med1a as thelr R 2 g
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v L . -\ . e TN . L
Lo, .. © -accurac -or ob ect1v1 In contrast, eneral ublic res] ondents R A
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Percentage Who Gave
Above-average Ratings
of Meetings’ Usefulness

- 62% _”‘ :
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Table A2: Respondents’ Ratmgs of Fernald Communlty\ Meetmgs |

Average Rating

of Meetings’

Usefulness

(5-mlle area)
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~ ~are convenient. However, a majority of the community leaders did
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public respondents

vt -
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Publzc Envzronmental Informatzon Center (PEIC)
Feedback from the 1994 commumty assessment indicates the PEIC is

A

not” 2 commohly used source of mformatlon especrally among general
Only 38 percent of the commumty leaders have

*_used the PEIC. Of those who have uséd the PEIC, 63 percent' give
above-a\/'erage ratmgs for its usefulness
general pubhc respondents have used the PEIC

N

‘the PlEIC is‘not attributable to its location or’ operating hours:-

i
.

\ \( At '
Assessment feedback from cornmumty leaders indicates lack of use of

Less than-4 percent of the

\

\
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e
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32°

percent. say the location is convenient, and 22 percent said the hours

~

’ not respond to either question. Two percent of the community, leaders
A who beheve the location is inconvenient suggest provrdmg a means to -
access 'PEIC mformatlon 'via computer network -
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How does the public evaluate lnformatlon from

Fernald"
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Commuruty leaders evaluatlons/of the 1nformatxon they receive from

'Fernald are mixed. YOverall, comrnumty leaders who; respond are
generally ‘very positive; however, general pubhc respondents /

evaluatlons are not posmve\

,\’y

Asszstance or Informatzon Provzded by Fernald Orgamzanons '

f

—

N

\'.

-~ When asked 1f they had ever contacted\any orgamzatlons involved i in
the\Femald site cleanup, 58 percent of the commumty leaders respond
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. by 1dent1fy1ng orgamzatrons they have contacted. - Of those who
©s_.. 7 . respond: 95 percent glve DOE above—average ratmgs 90 percent give \ -\, Y L. i 7.
v FERMCO/Fluor Daniel above -average ratings; 90-percent glve Uus.. ..« .- . -
~.EPA above-average ratings; and 100;percent give Ohio EPA above- -
8' : o o average ratings._ In addmon 72 percent of the community. \leaders say N
- % _¢”- - information they have recelved has- changed their understandmg of - - . Y.~
; ~+©  Fernald problems and issues: General public. respondents were not S =
N L "~ asked to rate assistarice or mformatlon provided by Fernald - e oo Lo
- orgamzatlons e g X ' e
L . _'“‘\’{\ & AR A , o ' o ' \ ~‘/
I~ ;s B Bias/Balance of. Informatzon from the Femald Site ~ - NI
S Seventy-€ight percent. of the community leaders indicate mformatlon ~, e
S T A \ they recelve from Femald is moderately to significantly unblased and - .. o e,
P T T T 'balanced 16 percent do not respond. The average rating of the L ‘ N
A ‘bias/balance of-information from Fernald organizations was "7:4" ' /. ,.
' L -~ 71 (110" being totally unblased/balanced) -General pubhc respondents ‘ o
o o were not asked to rate the blas/balance\of‘Femald sne 1nfonnatlon ST R g
N ( . » . -) TN . -‘ / A\ N v R \ , ‘ X ~ ,\\/
e T Ratmg of Femald/Managements Efforts t0 Inform the Publlc About SN
S o Neo. t .. FernaldSité Cleanup /. ., e G -
T T e Community ‘ledders overwhelmingly mdlcate that; in recent years,. - ¢/ - s
< ;' . Fernald management has made an outstandmg effort to keep the pubhc oo
‘ R - _informed. . In contrast, general public respondents are not pos1t1ve I A
TOT N A about Fernald’s efforts to keep the publlc mformed : . : Some e

" N = ’.-,.-,._.,_\

-
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s . .:-A- ) N - Lo
SRR RE “Table A.3: fRespondents/Ratmgs of Fernald Management’s Efforts 7 |, 3
IR A W to Inform the Public about Fernaid Site Cleanup ’ o
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N o 4 Respondent Group Ratings of Fernald Average Ratings of the
O E A Management’s Efforts Respondents - o
= A - to Inform the Public T I

Vs P = M JaT L SN : R
- —. # {7 - || Community Leaders ~~ .’|. 86% above average * ) 7 T 0
. , /l A.'.&, § ./. ‘ T - K ] ] § / o - . 7 l_'- o - .
General Public R K \ IR Sy Ty C
.

PR T || Respondents L 0% below average | . P X I e RO
Y A (5-mile area) ( C T - N ey
Y, -7 |l General Public- " | ", S PR TR N

v, . '\ . | Respondents '79% below average | - - 39 - - A
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The lowest ratmg/ by 4’percent of the\commumty leaders 1s/"2 "
- Two percent giving low ratmgs believe there I has-been no information "
- about thé types of jobs which will be needed during Fernald site * —

_ cleanup. With respect to openness, honesty and w1ll1ngness t0 make
, 1nformatlon available, more than half of the community | leaders note

_--information provrded to them: Several note the public must be -
mterested and’ wzllmg to be mformed R A T

\

<

o~

l‘l

| mformatron to beécome involved i in the Fernald site dec151on-mak1ng
E eprocess 12 percent offered. specrﬁc comments ~“Two percent feel they

)/Respondents \Recezpt of Sujﬁczent Infor{natton to Become Involved in

. improvements in commumcatron and comphment the-quality of *

) ) N A : A
er percent of the commumty leaders ,_perceive the public as bemg_ . \\
overwhelmed wrth information. Two percent suggest people receive
‘so much ‘wriften matenal they do not read it. . To prevent overload/2 N
_peércent suggest befter decisions are’néeded for d1ssermnatmg -

' "essentlal " 1nformatron to the publlc Two percent also feel there are -
too many,commumty meetings. Four percent suggest enhancmg _A‘ :
avarlab111ty of Fernald 1nforrnat10n to the pubhc through computer LT
" ‘bulletin board systems- < b T T P

[ p_— . ‘ : : RN .

Respondents Opzmons of Frequency of Fernald Stte Commumcatzons
Frfty-erght percent of the community leaders say the frequency of
commumcatlons from' the Fernald - facrhty is about rlght 32 percent /'
did not respond. Six percent say commumcatlons are too frequent,,
~and.4 percent say communications are not frequent enough General o
“public respondents were not asked to evaluate the frequency of
commumcatlons N TN P S S S
Sy A ~ -, \" N '

l

the Deczszon-Makmg Process - N

-Half of the community leaders indicate they are receiving ,sufﬁcrent

. information to become: mvolved in the decrsron-makmg process at \ ‘
Fernald. ;Of the 50 percent who said they are not reoelvmg sufficient - ‘}

can make no impact in the decrsron-makmg process 2’percent simply” .
-do not envrslon themselves in the’decision-making’ process, and 2 * ~

.percent unply information s not easrly accessible to enable the general
. publlc to become mvolved in the decrsron—makmg,process
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T S General public. respondents are not positive about Fernald :

-

i . management’s efforts to. mvolve the public in the decrsron—makmg
process. In the 5-m11e area 3.9 s the average-rating; 78 ‘percent of-

taverage ratmg, and/88 percent of the ratmgs are below average
S/ -\ ) A \ . . A
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Does the: pubhc want to be involved in Fernald s (
N L declsmn-makmg process" - L T f 7N
- A \ ; : e
o L IR ’~; \ Respondents Involvement,m Femald Related Acnvztzes/]ssues
A N Generally, commumty assessment results mdrcate the commumty
co T VT eaders mterv1ewed are satisfied with their’ level of involvement in
SR .\)_ L Femald-related ‘activities. Although 10 percent are unsure about
" s becormng more mvolved 28 percent indicate they: would/hke\to be
P more involved in Fernald site activities’ and issues: Some areas of
oY A s S \_ mterest include: radlonuclrde rmgratron and hazardous materral A
IR e releases the Publrc Water Stpply; public participation activities, A
- ' N - partrcularl\y durmg remedlal design’and remedial action; cleanup
. - ST .7 methods and expenmental technologres educational ‘outreach; -;"\ ~
- S econormcmtpactsandfutureus)eoftheFernaldsrte 5 \:_,;. L
. . . T \:\ ; s AN < ' N
) . . The 62 percent of commumty leaders who do not want to become |
_ o~ © 7 -~ more. mvolved mentron the following as Some reasons: they are .
R T T y already very involved with Fernald site activities ‘and issues; they do -
W P v Y not feel a need tor become more mvolved or they are too busy with .)' ‘
A B : other matters General pubhc respondents were, not asked whether ;
, \.[ U / ) ',/‘\ \ (‘ they would like to become more mvo/lved ! ‘ I KA
LS . What |s the publlcs understandmg of Fernald S
N S problems lssues and solutlons" \, S /

\/, v N ) Lo \ . < /J T"‘

N

# P

_,| P -

- : $
VAU A Another 1mportant d1mens10n of the 1994 commumty assessment was .
L S an effort to ascertain commumty awareness I /oy
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- the ratings are below average ‘Inrthe 20-mrle area, "3.2" is/the - ' [
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Respondent Average Self Average Self Average Rating on  Average Rating
Group Rating on Rating on Public of Public
Understanding of Understanding  Understanding of Understanding
Problems/Issues of Solutions Problems/Issues of Solutions
_ \Commumty L U I
. . . . j PRI p v \
Leaders L 69 Y 6. ! 36 ', |2 347
y N - ; N — - ; [ 1
General S SN S 5 S ‘
Pn\blic,' V o T,\ / |- "\\f‘ “\-“ B S . -
"~[| 'Respondents | . 4.8~ o o 37 L0 40 oo T B850/
(5- and;20° ’ R \ K RN J ’/ ‘A/'_‘\/> ) ’ g * . . a \' ’ Iy \,:v"
mﬂe) J [R5 TN C B 1! P » - ’ o S
o T = ' — 7 > » .
RSN l Respondents Own Level of Understandzng of Fernald Szte Problems VoL
PR "7 .. Issues, and Solutions -t R
N N o Ind1v1dually, commumty*leaders beheve they | have a h1gh level of v T -
Sy, .-understandmg of Fernald problems and proposed solutions. In AR Lo
- T L contrast, feedback from the general public respondents indicates they . . PN
SRRV N have lower levels of understandmg of Femald problems issues arid LT
— . SOlUthnS ST AR
\ i \ - \t - ‘ '\‘ ) N o
A : , f Respondents Opznzons of Publzc Understandmg of Fernald Stte TR
oL \Problems, Issues and Solutions i ="~ S N
- A o The commumty leaders do not believe the public, m general has a N f’ /.
[ " "1 good understandlng of Fernald problems and issues. “Two percent” of S
T - ) the commumty) leaders believe ther\e is a lack\of easy-to-understand N
‘ o 1nformat10n Competmg interests was’ another reason.givenby 2 -~ { ™
T percent of the commumty leaders one of whom says "It mvolves - - o
N BN somethmg that doesn t/affect families dlrectly There are too many =~ ~ -
e s other- 1ssues I don’ t think’ 1t s so-much 2 public relations problem -1 I
A 7 think 1tl sa people problem It § our problem because we don t take LA :
v B thetlme - . }\ 3 | ', ,”-"} S e o
i_- L Respondent Opzmons of Publtc Understandtng of Solutzons N i
T Overall, the commumty~leaders and general public” respondents donot :
' oA feel the public has a- good understandmg of solutions being consrdered S
o -« or proposed for. Fernald site ‘cleanup. - In fact ;/both sets of respondents o Y
‘ L NS believe the public better understands Fernald site problems and‘issues, . ' . )
N \ .. “as opposed to'the solutrons One commumty leader says, "Except for .~ T
S BN N ’ o
‘,, o/ . ‘ \f , /‘ - BERN ‘ ~ ;‘/ 3 ‘/. . J L i Y L -
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D , people who are techmcally oriented or. familiar wrth Femald ' o Lo~

' .- . 1don’t think the average citizen.of the Greater Cincinnati afea L \ N .

oo " understands the degree of pollut1on of the facility,; nor do I beliéve - SRS S y

C A o they understand the technical abrlrtres to clean it up. I just don’t think ! CLoeme S
A L , ) the general publrc ‘has a perception of the scope of the problem nor of o y R

o ~ the technical. complexrtles ‘of the problem o N N N

. o / - , PR

N ‘How does the publlc percelve the orgamzatlons ~N N B \ -
o ' mvolved with Fernald? . N P

oy '.\v./.'l 1/ s , FEE A A [ S .
PO [ Respondents Awareness of Agenczes/Organzzanons Involved inf P LTy
e " Fernald'Site Cleanup_ - -~ )\ . : - ;o i\,__-"l‘..»\, L
L L ' Generally,\\the commumty "leaders are farmllar w1th\orgamzatlons» N T
SR S : involvedfin Femald cleanup and evaluate them favorably (General T :
BN - publrc respondents were not asked) Most recogmzed among - a ,o ;T T -
e L SR commumty leaders are FERMCO~ (or Fluor Damel) 78 percent DOE oo A
! Fr- %~ - 62 percent; " EPA, 38 percent; OEPA, 36 percent 'WEMCO ‘(or- * LY
o L/Westrnghouse) 20 percent; F.R.E.S.H., Inc 16 percent; Femald o S
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‘ AN Constructron‘Trades Councrl T o Y ', T
\‘/ L o S . '\1:..1’-\/" SRR
T Respondents Ratzngs of Organzzanons "Performance m,Femald Szte sl ,'_‘/ e \
Y Cleanup - \ » (. ‘ ol
o . /Although/commumty leaders and general pubhc respondents . N e
R RS = .7 performance ratings of FERMCO, DOE, U.S. EPA and Ohio EPA) o Sy
R , .~ -are generally positive, as1gmﬁcant portlon of general pubhc B N
R \respondents do not-evaluate each organizations’ performance (Figure, ‘
' v A.1). erty-two\percent of the community leaders' give above-average:
N _ratings 'for the DOE’s performance 20 percent give below- average N AT ‘
, ' \ ratmgs and 18 percent do not commerit. Seventy-forlrr percent give ;0. . SV
/ T - above-average ratings for FERMCO’s;performance 16 percent gﬁ/e ‘_\_- Sy
N 2 7 below—average ratmgs and 10 percent do not comment ‘ Ty
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(" \«Sllosl Mrmmum Addmve ‘Waste Stablhzatlon (MAWS) and °

S B Respondents Opzntons about Femald Stte Cleanup Progress e K/ g

>

7

~
AN

m How does the publlc percelve the cleanup "at Fernald? ]

< . ; SN
' ’Respondents Famtlzanty with Femald Szte Cleanup PrOJects and /

- Activities - .
| erty-elght percent of the commumty leaders say they dre farmlrar -
‘with specific Femald site activiti€s: Overall they seem most famllrar - h

!
4 w1th)pr03ects and act1v1t1es related to groundwater (30 percent) as - !

well as decontammatton and. drsmantlmg (30 percent) Twenty-srx - K '

percent are familiar- wrth pI'O_]eCtS or actrvrtreS\related to waste. N \

; management/shrpments/cleanup Two percent 1nd1cate familiarity w1th
prOJects and activities related to Operable Unit 4 \mcludmg the K—65

‘ U

, /v1tr1ﬁcat10n technologtes One percent are generally farmhar w1th />

- Operable Umts\I through 5. General pubhc respondents were not ’ /

asked about famxllanty with: specrﬁc Femald act1v1t1es ,l L
_ qh ‘l

~

™~

Among the community leaders oprmons regardmg Fernald site ¢ )\ A
cleanup progress are mixed. .Forty-two percent belleve cleanup

/progress~1s slow, but 30:percent perceive cleanup is progressing. ;> \, z
-~ Four percent belteve cleanup has been stalled or, ‘delayed; 16: percent

are erther uncertam ot have no response and; four percent unply the - e

L. 7 ' paper. work requlred durmg cleanup is. burdensome 'In addition, two ’
Ve \
4

N >percent cominent, about costs and ensuring /cleanup is adequate S

/. ‘General publlc respondents were not asked for oprmonsron Fernald

. cleanup progress | h \‘\ P AN | -
2 ’

N . .
|S the publlc aware Of\ Fernald commumty relatlons / a b

cr programs and |n|t|at|ves° T N ; j

' / )
L G ~ Yo ‘\ A t

~ N~
Respondents Awareness -of” the Fernald Cztzzens Te ask Force \' -
Erghty—elght percent of the commumty leaders’ are aware of the N ;T

\Femald CltlZCnS Task Force and 36 percent have actually/ attended a. -’
meetmg 7 / K

N RN

N \ \ { { L N \
(NI /r“ N
N }

PL-3045 REV 4 Commumty Relattons Plan

~




Respondent Group

/.
Community
Leaders )

Fernald Citizens Task

Force

Fernald Envoy
Program

~

24%

Fernald Math/Science
Literacy Programs

AN

,'SO%r

.General Public

Respondents -, '~

areas combmed)

(5-mile-and 20-mile ’

I/

[

! Not applicable - :
ik

r

\

Not applxcable

s <l/ ey

. PL—3045 REV. 4 Fernald E

. meetings.

l‘/”‘.\/\

Respondents Awareness of the Femald Math/Sczence theracy

i achlevements

Of. the 66 percent .who have flot attended a task force meetmg, 6 -
- percent do not hke the meetings being held on Saturday mornings, and

N

3 percent do not like the meetmgs being held ata locatlon 80, far from

o the Fernald facrlrty Forty-two percent of, the commumty leaders _
) would like more mformatlon about the task foice. “In comparlson 35

percent of the general public respondents in the 5-mile area and 30 -

\ . \._ P

o ’

percent in. the 20-mile area indicated awareness.

- \

Respondents Awareness of the Femald Envoy Program
" -Only 24 percent of the community leaders say they are aware of the 2
Fernald Envoy Program. Elghteen percent who evaluated/the N
- prograin’ s usefulness gave above-average ratmgs '
percent evaluatlng the program’s usefulness almost half gave the
‘highest ratings possible: ) One interviewee felt that FERMCO should

PN

(Among the 18,

provide mote information on the enyoy program at commumty

awareness of the Fernald Envdy Program

y . N

Programs y A\

Half of the community leaders are aware of Femald s math/scxence
llteracy programs <and 28 percent give above-average ratings. for the
programs usefulness. Four percent indicate personal mvolvement SN
with Fernald facxllty math/sc1ence llteracy programs. Although\ -

\ several community leaders are aware of the programs, they-do_ not ki
understand the programs’ purposes, goals objectives and- >
Among the 30 percent of the commumty leaders who

7

/ A

General publlc respondents were not asked about thelr "}\Lr

-

s

!- )} I’:)-‘/\' \ '/-/l

evaluated Femald s Math/Scrence theracy programs "8 5"is the , -
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. ) _ _ \ : g7 :
Cen o taclity? ST e
\ 7 —~.\ : ~ : N, N ) ST A
~~f 2D The 1994 assessment mcluded three questrons to /obtarn mformatron )/ A I
A ab/out mtervrewees" personal feelings. about the Fernald facility. - o N A
e - Overall reactlons are negatrve but some posmve trends emerge N PR
o L '"J\,..r\‘/ s ST A SR
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" Table A.6: Respondents Initial Impressmns about the Fernald SIte Y, SN
PN| Respondent First Thoughts Most Negative Statement  Most Positive Statement oy .
A Group about Fernald about Fer nald about Fernald JREP RN
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, : ‘C_o"mmumty._, ‘ Governrnent ¢ Govemm)ent ( g ) Irnprovements in Publ1c ~
7 {{ Leaders Mrsmanagement 'Mrsmanagement > - Involvement f\ St S -
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- ’, ST Fzrst Ihoughts When Respondents Hear About Fernald Sl T O, \ i
Y, N J Several _Community leaders mention more than one rmpressron when P e
o L expressrng wh}at ﬁrst comés to mind: whemthey think of Fernald., ‘-~ -/ S
A ST PR - | Twenty-six percent rdentrfy first, unpressrons\assocrated with G \ P
o ’ ,’{] . government mismanagement and problems at'the facility: Equal ., .. = \, K .{\» / N
IR A ‘ numbers of; responses are a\ssocrated with env1ronmental contammatron < f, Ve
. A R (12 percent -of the responses) radiation (12 percent/of the responses), o A,
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ce b ’ ) the responses are related to health safety and risk issues, and 6 b s
5 e percent of the responses are assocrated with ¢ cleanup - R A o \‘
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1nclude "Radlatlon/Nuclear Materrals " 23 percent

//

<
N

"Pollutlon/Contammatron " 13 percent "Toxrc/Hazardous/Nuclear

'Waste " 10 percent "Uramum 7 percent; "Chemrcals

-

Y

In the 20-m11e area 'similar r%ponses are provrded 58 percent
1dent1fy contarmnatlon as.a ﬁrst impression. Assoclated responses -
"Radlatron/Nuclear\Materlals " 24 percént; ~ = T

*include:

- "Toxrc/Hazardous/Nuclear Wastel "M8 percent, N

N
&J

'Pollutlon/Contarmnatlon,." 11 percent "Uramum "2 percent;
\c o

"Chermcals "3 percent

<N

\

A

N ‘Respondents’ Most NegatiVe Stateinents about the Fernald Site . "
" When asked- for the most regative thing they could say about the

Femald facrllty, the commumty leaders™ most frequent responses (50

percent) relate to government mlsmanagement of the facility, (mcludes
" lack of truthfulnéss, bureaucracy, and poor: dec151ons) The second
© most frequent responses are felated to the cost; progress and future of
cleanup ,activities (10:percent of the.responses). Other frequent

2 percent.

- Y.
comments\relate o environmental contammatron (6 percent,of the

r\b

Ay

responses) waste'storage. (6-percent of the’ responses) and‘health and !
safety hazards. 6 percent of- the responses) .

. / ~ ’
General public respondents most frequent comments relate tor -
"contamination (27 percent in"the 5-mile-area and 32 percent in the. 20-

. mile area) “Their second most- frequent responses relate to health

~ v
.

\

_hazards (15 percent in the 5-mile area and 20 percent in the 20-mrle

area) Their third most frequer\lt résponses relate to mlsmanagement
" of the facility (7 percent in the 5-m11e area and 10 percent in the 20—
.miile’ area) .

Y

' Respondents Most Posztzve Statements about the Femald Szte '

\ 7

I

N

L

Commumty leaders most frequent positive comments about Fernald
Lo
’responses) “The, second most frequent Jesponses relate t6 management

improvements and changes from past pfactrces Commumty leaders

; relate to unprovements m ‘public mvolve‘ment (24 percent of the

mention attempts to rectrfy past.mistakes” and "work hard to solve -

responses)-relate to cleanup progress Other positive statements-

Lomem

l ~

"“include satlsfactlon with ‘Fernald employees 10 percent- of the
‘ responses) Jobs/economrc benefits (8 percent of the responses)

~

‘problems. " Theif third most common statements (18 percent of the\ .

.l‘

NI

e
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.. other economic benefits as posmve aspects of the Femald facility.
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o
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RN Respondents Perceptzons Regardmg\Femald Stte Management s T op \

\

/\s

Ay

1

facrllty closure (8 percent of the responses) and natlonal securrty 6

percent of the responses)

-~

\

—

’

N
N

-

e
In comparrson 24 percent of general public respondents i ,m the 5-m11e

\ area (11 percent in the 20-mile area) most frequently 1dent1fy jobs and
\

~

’d

» However, in the 20-mile area, 28 petcent of the general public - -
respondents (23(percent in'the 5-mile area) say "nothing" is ‘positive’
‘about Femald Other positive attributes Cited are cleanup (10 percent.
-y - in the 5-mile area and 12*percent in the 20-rmle area); ~Fernald facility "
no longer operatronal (5 percent in both areas), and the facility’s

area)

V-

o

7

Vtszts to the Femald Facility : Sy
Nmety-two percent of the commumty leaders say theéy aré not

apprehensrlve about v1s1tmg the Femald facility; and 74 percent hane

‘\l

N

.‘\.r

.

L

3

N -,

~

N
oA

Ve

Py

Tl

Ve

mllrtary use (4 percent in the S-mile area and 3 percent in the 20-rmle

actually visited. . More than "20 percent of general public respondents
in the 5-mile" area and’ less than 8 percent in the 20—mlle area have -\
, visited the Fernald fac111ty - sc ‘

7
e .

i
v \ ,

“'What" are the publlc s perceptlons of prlorltles;at

Fernald°

> l \ ’
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~
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N
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A srgmﬁcant portlon of the commumty assessment was almed at \j ’ .
gathermg mput regardmg community leaders and general public

respondents perceptions of. Fernald management s goals and prrorrtles
- and documentmg) the .concerns’of those 1nterv1ewed (Flgure A.2).-
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A majority (54 percent) -of commumty leaders belleve le p is -
~ Ferriald management’s current.top priority. However, less than half*
* of the general public respondents and employees beheve management
is focusing on clean anup, which they beliéve should be the top prrorlty
-Although 52 percent of the community leaders, 46 percent of all the
general public respondents and 46 percent of employees agree
cleanup should be Fernald mianagement’s prlonty, only the. commumty J
leaders, as a whole, percerve’ clean EANUD: to actually be. management s

current prlorltyv ,
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First-ranked
Concern

Groundwater and
surfdce water
contarmnatlon
(20 %‘) : .

~

Second-ranked
Concern

Future use of the ~
Femald facrllty \
(16%) o

Third-ranked
Concern

Public and worker
safety and health
(14%) S

—

~ ~

and

s - I ) {

Budget and Costs
14%)

N

;o ‘General Pubhc
v Respondents
o || (5-mile area)

* Pubhc and worker
safety and health  «
(12%)

(
Yo

AN
‘
.

) -
-

and *
|
Fernald site cleanup
»progress\
(12%)

J s -

Env1ronmental
'econormc and v
‘mentat unpacts oﬁ

'Fernald facilityr -

-operations ;on the
community ‘

10%), ' e

T SR

7

Public involvement
public information
and cominunication
(7%) ~ T

General Public
i . || Respondents ¢
£+ | (20-mile area) -. >

\

Pubhc and worker

safety and health

(13%) TR
' \

Femald s1te cleanup
progress
(8 %) ’ \ LN )

Groundwater and
surface water ~ . '
contamination

(71%) a

4
> ~

{

~ o

> R

~ 4

percerved current pnorlty among all general publ1c respondents (18 S

percent) Among employees,. 8 percent’ percelve safety to be the
,current prlorlty and 19 percent believe it should

number one prlonty

T

v

7

) (

N

~

N
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\ i
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\

be management\s \

~

What specmc concerns were, |dent|f|ed by the publrc” -

AT

Commumty Concerns and Comments -by Order of Importance Qi
As commumty leaders and general public respondents identified therr

specific concerns_about Fernald, in order of importance, several -

common themes developed, and many respondents expressed more R
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o _ : than one concern. Followmg are the resporidents’ primaty concerns;

Voo S
~ o~ ~

/. 3 . '®

- T ~ N\

- ‘ ‘@

\
\

“ identified concern among commumty leaders (top concem of”

A cleanup, and impacts of on-site waste dlsposal on future. /. -

~

lrsted by order of unportance as specrﬁed by each. respondent

v \
Groundwater and Surface Water Contamrnatron is ranked
FIRST among commumty y leaders (top concern '0f.20 percent),
fourth among general public respondents in_the 5-niilesarea (3 N
percent) and third i 1n ‘the 20-mile area~(7 percent).~ - : <
Commumty leaders concerns include: off-site migration of -

s -

Cthe conta/mmated groundwater (South Groundwater C Y
Contarmnatron Pluine); uncertarntres and problems “associated -
with the ‘Public Water Supply, potentral for irreversible.harm .. \ - -

fo the Great Miami River and the facility’s- unpact onthe , = ' -
Great Mlamr Aquifer. - {

A - N . N o .
—

Future Use of the Fernald Srte is the second most commonly/ oo

+-16 percent).. Community leaders’ concefns mcluded what the W
facility will become and how clean’ it will be: whether the .. 0
property will be used for on-site waste d1sposal ‘adequacy of

development of the land General pubhc respondents ‘do not R
' state related concerns.” . . 1o : N

~ .
7 - 7 —

‘Public and Worker Safeg and Health is ranked third among
' commumty leaders (fop concern of 14 percent) tied for FIRST .
.+ among¥general public respondents in.the 5-mile area (12
, percent), and FIRST in the 20-m11e area (13 percent) TN
/o . A o0 . .
Budget and Costs is also ranked thrrd arnong commumty A
leaders (rop concern of 14 percent) -Ten percent indicate . :
concerns regarding the ultunate and expensive cost of cleanup, e
and 6 percent are concerned-about availability of funds to. N
complefe Fernald'site cleanup. General public respondents do N
. not state’related concerns. o R o

- } 3 ‘ /
N » . : —_ .
. , V. X

/. N . -

/ -/

Waste Handling'and Stor‘ag e is'ranked fourth arrlong rhe

¢ community leaders (top concern of 10 percent). The T
followmg\concems o comments specrﬁcally mentioned . =

- include: what is being done to decrease the' dangers of on-site
hazardous materials; waste drsposal is overregulated; that
undergro_und s\tor,age tar/lks are handled appropriately; _and th’e_ -

N - . N ’ /-

BN
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j ,  waste p1ts \in general. General pubhc respondents do not -
V) state related concerns. . % . " - [
Ij i v ! ~ . o) / AN i

' i

KNS Fernald Site Managemen is ranked ﬁfth among cornrnumty p
. N ; leaders (top concern of 6, Jpercent). Commumty leaders’
\ R . concerns mcluded oversrght of contractors and a need. for
strong DOE presence truthfulness of the prime. contractor; -
) .=~ ‘<’ and changes in contractor leadershlp General publrc ‘? !
r - s respondents’do not state related concerns. - . 4

ERRNT - /- . Cin B
4 \ — \\ D f }

erable Umt 4'Silos 1 and 2" -65 Silos) is also lranked ﬁfth
A arnong commumty\leaders (top. concern. of .6 percent) Among

Z , \concems was the potentialfor 4 tornado or; airplane to hit the -,
- . Ly K-65 SllOS General*publrc respondents do not state related ¢

p SR concems R ey oo~

. . - I
A NN e -,//\ ‘.
A e Envrronmental\, Economrc and Psychologrcal Impacts of \/
< N Femald Facrlltv‘Operatrons on the’ Commumtv is ranked s1xth
R I T among commumty leaders (top concern of 2 percent) second \
o4 e. - 47 Y among general publ1c respondents in the 5—rru1e area (107
percent) and fourth 1n\the 20-rmle area (6 percent) Issues
S O ’ ‘ mentioned by commumty leaders mclude real versus® . .7y
N percerved dangers lawsuit settlements mabllrty to)sell oo
R property, property <values ‘and quahty of l1fe (

v ~ \ s S

FROUINA RS SR 3 \ - Fernald Srte Cleanup Progress is ranked sixth. amongf STy

N communrty leaders, . (top concern of 2 percent)\ tied for FIRST
P among general pubhc respondents m the S5-mile radius (12"
A R \«.percent) and ranked. second\ln the 20-mile area, (8 percent)
wo Ay A e Although only 2 percent of the\commumty,leaders state a - :‘,
- A prunary concem related to Fernald site cleanup progress, the\
/ , concern; as with several: others; is related to the need for, -
NI A assurance that cleanup work is actually bemg\done N

<
L PN \,{'.‘A) L\‘ RN P w N *}' N N 3

P s o e Transportatlon is also tied ‘for sixth among commumty leaders
\,7 .\ (top concern of 2 percent). Examples of the transpottation-

o - ~ related concerns reported include: potent1a1 for accidents,

"« L/ . adequacy of safety ‘when" transportmg hazardous or\radroactrve

RS \: - wasteand materials; ,public uncertamty as to whether potentral

NTpoeD “for danger will increase during wasfe removal. General publlc

oL respondents do not state related concerns. - o S

~
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o . 7T -e AirEiissions is ranked seventh among community-leaders (no . N

g LRI o N top coricerns, identified). Concerns include: the type of -~ A

. : ~/ 7 _ - monitoring to be performed‘dunng demolition of Silos 1 and 2 IR
Do - NI (K-65 Silos) and. Plant 7. General pubhc respondents do not BN
SRR N N : 'state related concerns. ) ST Y

B v SN e ’ " . . . N
. - . AN ( .

T . .. e\ Public Involvement, Public. Information and Communication is . -
: ~ %, ranked eighth among commumty leaders (no- -10p concerns ;o L,
A ., . &% 7 7 7 "identified), third among general public: respondents in the 5- - v e
' B L - nule area. (7 percent) and fifth in the 20—nule .area (2 percent) N

N SR . X . . ~ v P . o :
N St Several‘commumty leaders comment-positively, about e
n [ S A commumcauon improvements and how the commumty is bemg i

co s o7 ... recogrized as/a "stakeholder” which, through public . . - '
B A involvement, can actually influence the Fernald decision-, . -

_/J
/

i

. . \‘1 LT - maklng process Other commumty leaders mentlon a need’ for N
N - RN \contmued\publrc involvement opportunities in 'the dec1s10n— o
LA N makmg process. Several commumty( leaders’ express the need- _
N o . R . for individuals in the community to make mvolvement inthe - T
b I R SR \»rFernald site decrsmn—makmg process more of a personal e '
T2 ) .‘)~ . - '._“\ e 1 prlorlty ;o - . ) R (\» . o N .

SN hos

‘ ) ) L ( . KN . ] - \‘, | -
, A T S " In addition to ‘public mvolvement issues, comments are . o Ty
Voo 4 < ... ... . provided on the Fernald facility’ s\emergency/severe weather L
' B ~ .~/ warning system. Two percent of the comimunity leaders Ty
I e T ~ complain about frequent testing of the system, which includes _-' S /
N ... .. llsirens on'site and within Ross, Morgan,and Crosby A
oo T a townshlps Also, 2 percent suggest the sirens remmd people B W
B j'_’ ofdangers at- the Femald facrlrty S AU
N . Sy s - S % - . o »
AT AR R - Anothef i 1ssue ralsed by more than one»commumty leader - . s
b s Y involvestihe Fernald Citizens Task Force. Four percent of the - L
: " S . commumty leaders complam about the type and amount of (. U
. AP o ...’ - -information provided to task force members. Two percent_ "~ - R
Vo ST " believe the task force is involved i in areas which should hotbe . A
’ v oo ts concern and say the task force is becommg a watchdog - - N
R L group seekmg credlblllty and creatmg worse red tape ' Y

N

- i .

P

— : . ’ ’ t _"‘ S . S ‘ b - ) “ /\ o - o SN
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© 7 - .. - . . - ) \ ~ . . /
.o A . e N o ,‘/ R . . ;- . ,
./[ B s . . / ~ 7
\ ‘ i - Does the publlc belleve Fernald affects personal health C
N S orpropertyvalues" vy e T
N o b T A i, ’ - % L . L. S
o Y , Restlts of the 1994 cornmumty assessment mdrcate the commumty still S 7
: Voo e has some. Fernald-rel_ated concerns regardmg health and property o oo
Yo o (thureA3) A - - -'!\-\ . : L - -
' . PN : B i S
* N, p4 ~ 7 o 7
SR B ! Health Problems Belteved 10 be Caused by Femald Site Actzvmes v ' PN
. o ' Erghty-four percent of - the commumty leaders report no personal or A S
A A family health problems which they attributed to Ferniald. 'Nineteen . 7 ' = Loy
S -~ 77 percent of the community leaders who do nor attribuite their.own or ;o ', O
A thelr farmly s health problems to Fernald facility actiyities ‘qualify - S /
~ / o thelr answers by saymg they are unsure of unpacts or they fear future \ :
0 NY Flgure A 3 Percelved Impacts of the Fernald Slte on‘ Healthland Property 2 A
VoL ) ) \ \ s o, 1 V2 , . ) ( '/t:‘ . . ) -
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ot P \\ ; 4 47 ’ [ ( ‘.\\ , N I _./‘ i ) -
R - } - S - -7 ST 1 .
C ] e e N N T e S
T ) o Sl I Y'Y om 68% *General Public Rospondents T \{ ‘ B .
. o 4. 7 / R “Were not asked thls questlon "| BB Community Leaders |\ R - ;.
ARt ~,‘(, 60% I~ 1" S Al - o % '.fk,' \l\’. T o
AR oo e v Ml General Public; 7'|" . - IR
T S 50% N T Respondents : T
A Beadtd e ~ N (5‘-milearea) 7 A= ' (l.
VA RNV EE R
S " S \\’ - []II]]GeneralPubllc/ S P S T
PN A R L T o . Respondents - ;{0 o 6
1 | Y o (20-mlle area), , |7 < 7 %
oo 0% T o /2 VA S
O N A SO - IR IR N
. N Co N AR . -~ - N P N\ ' ’
T i 20% I~ \ ibz6% | 7 v N - N1 - .
h . : . Hi : \ « . .. ; B _ .
o : S| 10% N .\ \ e . . ’

\‘"/ e i ”t);;,‘ I | PR _ .\‘ o ‘/ 1. , N .
Co T s [ T T Rttribute Personal Know Others Who  Feel Fernald Has , W A A
« . . or Family Members' Attnbute Health lmpacted Their T o7

- e B Health Problems to ~ Problems to the po Own or Family S ! o . :
, ' . . the Fernald Site | Fernald Site , Members’ Property - e ! O A
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- res1dents ‘quality and cost of lrvmg e T c A
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Y lFemald should proceed

1 o \_

N

-- health problems The commumty leaders who. attrrbute personal or S . N
/fanuly health problems to Femald cite: cases ~of cancer, skm dlsorders ' ‘
emotional dlstress\and other health problems Slxteen percent of
general pubhc respondents in the 5-mile area attribute personal Or /" 7
: family-‘members’ health problems- to Femald compared to 7 percent T
of those in the- 20-rmle area. ‘/ “ . . N ‘
_\\ - . . . - /- \/f\;’., . - \«

Others Known by Respondents Who Attnbute Health Problems to the _

" Fernald Site. "\ . Cy P
erty-elght percent of the'commumty leaders say they know other -\ Sk
people\ outside their own farmhes who attribute health problems to
. Fernald- srte activities. Ge\neral ‘publi¢ respondents were not asked if ~ R
they ‘know others outside- of their 1mmed1ate farmly, who attrlbute .
health problems to 'the Femald site. <. o T e LT

o o = “_N‘.’_‘\’ S :

Respondents Perceptzons of Femald Site Impacts. on Property

R Forty-srx/percent of the cormnumtyo leaders belleve their property, or
famlly members property, have been Aimpacted by the Fernald fac111ty, .
prunanly in'the area of lower property values. Four commumty :\.
leaders- mention groundwater contamination as ‘an example of how. , .

fFernald has. negatlvely nnpacted local property values -as well as some L T el

P

s ey : A v . N T
Although/ most commuruty leaders assocrate negatrve nnpacts ‘with’the"
Fernald faclhty, one considers a potentral posmve nnpact "I think it ~
has h1ndered a natural progression. of growth in the’ commumty The 0

e growth of Cmcmnatr is comning out to the north. think Fernald has . , -

had a negatlve unpact to property tvalues over the: past 15 years That A
< may ‘not be negatrve Some people may not want growth s A N
L’ In comparlson 19 percent of general publlc respondents in the 5-mlle T
- area believe their, or a family member’s property has been’ 1mpacted
by the Fernald srte pompared t0\8 percent in the 20-mlle area’. .
/ ,/ ST R
How clean does the publlc want the Fernald S|te°

o - . / "’) . : / : . N (

Another unportant function- of the 1994\commumty assessment wis to\ /
gather mput from the community concermng how-the cleanup. of A
{ ] ., S
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. ‘Should the Fernald Site bevCleaned to ”Przstme Condztzon7 e, - L
l o T ,When asked if the Femald\sxte shouldbe cleaned to pristine condmon R T R
A LT . even'if 1/t means spending. more taxpayer ‘money than needed to meet o N
T~ , T “basic govemment cleanup regulatlons, .70 percent of the’ community SRR ANV
A ~ - — v .
CyoS = - leaders  say "no.", (Figure A4) Of the cor/nmumty leaders 30 e
N Ve /f '.’ percent) who say the Femald site should be cleaned to pr‘lstme , Ty ! R
Ce Ty T s condmon several questlon the adequacy of governmert cleanup - VS T .
. ‘ — : > - 1
Mo o standards Some community leaders believe they must press for / YN ST T A
R \“‘\_: /}(\‘ prlstme conditions 't0 ensure minimal” expectatlons for cleanup are .’ B R A
PP ' , achleved Others impl there is amoral obli ation to return'the land .~ 0 - o T
A . .- S f BRIV e
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A o . \Prelrmmary 1994 mternal commumcatton audlt results reveal 177 N -
L e "; T . J_j )percent of employees believe ‘the Femald/srte should not be. cleaned \tol SR U
A TR - pristine condition,-and cost is the most common reason;, Other -, .~ .
P R X " comments- are ‘that prrstme may not be possrble and" the term T o 1
~’ ST “/ .7 "clean" lacks clear deﬁmtron RN e \"‘7 ,]'_“
) '/\Al. \ vy o -‘ ¢ A ‘ .. Kl “.\ i oo \' B i o '\ ‘
.. < . .7 . . . Whatare the publlcs recommendatlons for dis posal of T n
A P N oy Fernaldwastes" R AN N <L e
g /,V : L»_' ; : / S . b N. \ L A;,. | L \ SRR f 7\“\ O Lo
‘/ L = \3"! Respondent Preferences for Waste Dzsposal i ' A L -
Vo L el g "_ K4 Among commumty leaders ‘opinions vary on the’ ultimate dlsposal AN A L
~ ?.( .t e R locatlon for Fernald - facility waste. /(Frgure Al5) Tlurty six percent ’ P
N “\“ BRI ’ 1dent1fy the- following -for drsposal of. some:or all Fernald fac111ty . o R
7 P ' f&" N ¥ waste: the desert or a location 1 m an arid chmate Nevada -~ some -~ -~ . .~ + > ..
-~ ) - \,' P e mentroned the’ Nevada Test Site by name; Utah Anzona or New '_'\ San , ST
= S I A Mexxco,ﬁor the west; in general ”Erghteen percent aclmowledged or ., - o i
N T T e e suggested that some Waste would remain at the Femald facility. A L
i -.—\-x e L b - -_4 Several mention- that, ‘moving ¥ waste from Fernald to another locatron is , f
e T _»\ . mot farr or will only)cause problems elsewhere ‘ *Not mmy back ] f'v'. R
N S ~yard' are spec1ﬁc words mentloned by 6 percent of the commumty ST
ST >< l.’A;A' . 2 /: . -~ T, ) : v T -~ 7 ,_1 N T "-Al roo
SN T \?f? } Among general publlc respondents 42 percent in the 5-rmle area and = R
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N e . -, Ry
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o facrllty property. One’ commumtyxleader suggests selling it to the

R : hlghest bidder; another suggests selling it to Ross Township; and one ,;
Voo b suggests selling the property to a business which can prov1de\Jobs for .

-~ . . { —

v N people in the area. General pubhc respondents do not thake related e

o recommendatrons S A k {

A

,[_) —\. . A., -/ . . t/._‘{ / . r‘ - .

'~ M. Six percent of the community zleaders favor elther leavmg the propertya K h
las " open space”:or using it for nothmg at all. General public !

" T _respondents ' who 1dent1fy a d1spos1tlon option rank permanent closure 1\ :

R s : ' ‘hlghest (15 -percent in the 5-mile area and 22 percent in the 20-nule !
v .~ ‘area), Five percent in the 5-mile area and 6 percent in the 20-milé -
S~ o v area doubt the site will ever be clean enough to be used

P Co SN - N

v grazmg Less than one percent of general publrc respondents made o

SO

s : : e Sy AL S

, A\

R . Y s ' £ N

PL 3045,)REV 4, Femald Envrronmental Management PI'O_]eCt N @O‘G @r? 3. | ( \/ ' -'A‘29~ /J



\/ ' 4 oo R
~ S ' ' ¢ - ;’? T )
. ) ~ L /
. o ) ) ) B |
_ . s 7 A - . - "o ;o ‘
j\, /o . . , L - p _ : ‘ . N7 | 7
e . / o o ' ! < ,
~ ~ Appendix A | 2, , 1% Summary of 1994 Community; Assessment Results _ -
- N = , - ;o -
. - — ) Ve
. 7 N s 77
[ - -~ - 7 s . ‘ \ e -
/ - _ . -
Y + . S . - R .
i 10) Residential Develogment ) ‘ ~ s [\
=y , -Four percent of the commumty leaders offer corhmients regardmg < D : .
S S *', résidential development asa potentral option for future use of Fernald ) o oo
Sl ... ., site, based upon two conditions: . adequate remedratron of the waste h .
( ‘. _ pits and K-65 Silos and remedlatmg the Fernald srte to pristine ;
- \ condition. LeSs.than one percent in either- the 5- or "20-mile areas | SO
VT / prefer resrdentral development .- Approximately 1 percent of the TP Y
- P * general respondents in both the 5- and 20-rmle areas-prefer residential . f.o- i
- - development - S /-..\/ o ’ R N QR
‘ TN 7N o o e S
L \ 11) Yard Waste Recvchng Slte YN A TN ' S T
Ly rr ; ' Two percent of-the-commilnity leaders suggest converting the’ Femald - {‘ T -
- ‘ ‘\ site into a yard waste recycling site. General publrc1respondents do, S PR
A “a s Tl not make related recommendatlons s Ty R T g
L o v ~ : . ;L -~ AR - : ) . [
. =~ h I T \ : \ * e ! . . ~ T
0 ) <L N N . , N > N [ S
b poe ST o l 0t N0 N
< ' AT \ 7 B - S \ ~ R ‘
. ’ "\ N 4 o - R
B NV e L ‘ RTINS B o L
Lo / ! N . - | . oy N - y M ¢ " :
N L AR AN A N N v N L
ST . s ’ . : . 7 N oo -7
- e s E ‘ h T 2 N NS DR N
” s ’\ . . t -~I ! o~ \ li - . - i \\ . ] “ ] o . ! ~
R R N A . B T
e . . ) » f .7 . T N o N -
o ! L - A s A\ . N . PRI
. PN = : . A > - RO S
A ' /’Aw‘ ! i AN P N - ] ) Y o / \ .
: . N - ~ N - . .
j Sy s ; / o RS V7oL .
: . A RN oL ‘_ o L ~
e i © LN ) N - ! Vo) e N .
| . ) . < . _ . - - S -
- . ) |/ N \ , = e .\
i P M- v, SN BN s X RO |
.G A . o ey | o . /N L
. . - ’ \ By g —_ | ' ) / N { .
g Pl oL y TN h =~ ! -
o ~ A X . :
I A . ‘ P B -
S : S vy T p . ) ! P
RN r N S » G h N
. S ; \ - L RE . _
- To—~ - 4 /f - 7NN ] / | \ . / ~ Ve - \V._l'
e i D o | T \ ' R
s T ' / = ? \ ) \ ! L~ o =
a -~ . : NP
- [ Y N - X , yi A . f \ / N L~
< . . ' N} - ~ ~ ! - ¢ f. J 4 /] L - . \/<
L o s S N o }
L oyr K ’ ¥
/" / \. - \ ! / ~. N - N o
N - ' ;- o N - M s
- ‘ N > { P { \ /(
Co TSN NN N A ; e .
. -~ . )~ : } \ , S RN
SN - i EEEPRANEAN ’ T " Lot
A N \ \ ] ) J N g . ~ 7 ‘ . . ./ \ : > ~ . /
AN N~ . T . ~ s - -~ , \ N/ N . . By
- < . A ! 4 N
3 2 R ( = I g S
N il e » Ly
. o yGiG e e .
.y A-30 GGGG i L~ PL-3045,-REV. 4, Community Relations Plan
= AR - Ly ’ : A oy e
T N - ST / \ ) 4 L ) [V ’
): ;l o N \/ ]\ \ "\ . C, . ! ;\ e ( N \/ [.\ N . ',
~ - foN L N SN Vi e e A
, - ~ ‘ ' S\ -~ LI ; i L N
L N _ — ~ ) “ <~k /. . I N .
L - \ , _ T —~ N ) . g :
o \ A S, L LT A IR N :
- | \ N NV ~ ./, 1. P . vy {




3 N p L t e o .
~ D ] ) } _
I ARG S
! e : 628
- ! - , AREEN 6 thid
. ~ < ! ‘ / ‘ \ ~ L
VTN . / ) -~ PN } : _ . \ -
N _ N : by
o~ 1994 Commumty Assessment Commumty Leader Interview Form A
x> -7
AN ‘~‘ - \\~‘ r /l-,‘ r"\ ) . .vtf'/' L. - \ / N
’ ! N ! . e = - ! 7 . ! -
: B , RN No- Ty LT
) ) ; s : JUy . ) \ N ‘ A N
.« - Respondent’s Name: - NI
\ / e [ o . o . R - - . — .
N W : RS B N
. Mnterviewer’s, Name: - _ L : R - s L
" ( b, v . :~_"/A . - _' D o - L. - ] ; B o
.+~ Date of Interview: - - o PR S
A e, Y L e e — <
/'\‘/ - K A, ‘-.. 3 . - ~ L . . N L L ).
., _ Location of Interview: _ ~~ -~ N .. - .. ST N
~N > ~ STy N T : LR
’ - 7,1 S b } ' N - ,‘/ ’ / \J L7 ) oD
' . Y] . - [ —_ 4
. First I ’d llke to. ask you how knowledgeable/you feel you are about the
AN Femald cleanup SRR IO NG o o
N \ o . I/ . » ‘_; -7. ‘ e o :?.’ . ./'_ AN
7/ / “ - ' { - 7 - /\ .

T 1l. “On a scale of 1 10 w1th 10 bemg the: hlghest how would you rate your

, _ level of understandmg of the problems and- i 1ssues mvolved in the .
A cleanup of the Femald 51te‘7 U S , R
.- . ] (/ NG . ;,' S 'A’\ L
N 'f\/' - ' I N 2 E N TS
Lo I Why do you say that" oo -~ Lo
- - //. . . 4\. . . ./ * . -~ .

2. On a scale of 1 ,10 w1th 10 bemg the hlghest how would you rate your
" level-of understandmg about the solutlons bemg consrdered or proposed i

. - -~ \
A solve the problems‘7 TS o~
.' A Y T PR '

. : ,,3. : On a scale of 1- 10 w1th 10 bemg the hrghest how would you: rate the _
ot publlc 's understanding of problenis and issues mvolved m the cleanup .
SR oftheFemaldsne" L Ly R S R

: g o« /° I : F S
O Why do you say that"\ S S .
\ . ' e o “ . Toos
o C /A Y -/ ~. l - :
; v o4l On a scale of 1 10 ‘with 10 bemg ‘the hlghest how would you rate the . '
IR general public’s understanding of the solutions being considered or ;- -
/ L -\ proposed to solve the envuonmental problems at Pemald" ‘. R
- ~ : v o -
N - ’7 4 . ’ -~
S Al What do you conslder is the number one pnonty of Fernald LA
77 _ ‘managément? - . - R A - -
. U PR ces _ ~ .y
\ - ' ~ ! 3 - // ~
-/ . - < S . I4
.- : . N {
. - N s / / ~/
/=t — - :
. ; , ‘ i \ 7. . ' - N ] L =
._./ ./_ . i .. o T “‘. P h e ‘ ) ,‘ - g R 0000’7 % ot
- -« PL-3045, REV. 4, Fernald Euviror.uuental\Management,Project SRR 9 ’ A-31
<0 " A B N - ,/; Y
: ! £ \ /:. Sy . T L
\ ! - g ON 1 P ! N ! \,
-y ~ B > ) A g
\\ J s | P s ) / 7‘- t P \ ! N -~
, . < .
- v / A Ly o - ’ . / /\
! ) ” VR N



e -~ . \ LT N s
j (,;’( t ¢ h / / A - Y A ’ \/—;\ _ 4 \/ -
7 i — . A " g - " : s, ‘
o7 ; N < P ;- “, " ‘o
. } t - - S - ! ~. - - !
1 ’ ’ b [ ) L -~
I 2 ‘ ’ . - o ’ ’ 7 ’ ’ -
- Appendix A 1994 Communiity Assessment’ Community Leadér Interview Form™ ~
, 7 , » o - P y . a ’ : ’ '}' T N . R :
. - . ,.. ;\_/ e E ~- C ) ) e ) ‘ ¢ - . —
" ’ . S b ) ; 7 . ) >~ . ‘ -y, N N . o T R .
N . - — . T~ s R 7 ) - A .
‘ / 4 L \ . <, T
: Next I ’d lzke to know how you get mfonnatwn about Fernald S SRS
7 ‘ c s :
/ ' / N c .
/- . IR TR
6. - On a scale of l 10, w1th 10 bemg the hlghest how would you rate the ST s

R . _ . job Fernald has done at keepmg the pubhc mformed about cleanup S, \ 1

M N S
. roos - act1v1t1es‘7 ) PR . T P P A
y o N T e : U ‘
/A . : ) N o o~ - . . , Lo . . I‘ ~ ; / . \ /-
; : ) . - ) . A . o o \ st B . Ao - VoL N
I Why doyou"s_ay that? - . b SN Vo i ~
% . / ;o l.\ . .. \ e < SRR o o - ; . P B , ) | | ~ .
) bl - e N .. . AT ., s T . . ) VA - N , <
R A Lo e T S S B S A
’ Y Do you receive mformatlon from any of the agenmes or compames / o A B A
,‘/ - mvolved in the cleanup of Fernald? SN S . ._ : PR '/\“ N
LT e JYes - Co Ty o s e TR
/. '../-).-' R S No..'//\\.‘ o .') .- \‘ . S »* . s .-\ /. (‘./_‘ NS ﬂt k,‘{ —
o I ‘ . . . Y N
o R N A T AU R ‘ -/ : DL
- - “~ .. \ . S . oy
Sy RIS | yes, what type o/f mformatlon do you\ recexve? If\no, please sk1p to- o
R questlon'No 9 ol - o % ST
/ s (SR ) ‘ i ( s ‘ . s ) \ o R
/ J . \\ . ) . M ’ / :' \ L . . ~- N _x
Coov 8 Are the commu(mcatlons yQu receive: from Fernald B A A A
© i Too frequent S 7 SR ' T R
Voo e v - ST , e T S R
_ YW 7 Not Arequent. enough\ o T T N ,
: Sy I About n t ooy SRR N A i
-~ . A . . P N . .- .
R R e ight. " JA S N YU v URER N
L L oL S ,/’ /'\'-\'. N o \3 ) / Voo . . : A
S ‘ B ' { ' ‘ ‘ ' ' \ ) IR o

RO M On a scale*of/l 10 how do you percelve\ mformatlon you receive from T

R I \ Fernald?/ O \‘\ F LIV R ‘ / SN
e A , / . . L ‘L I . .
N 1 0= unbzased/balanced mformatton o 0 bzased/unbalanced AR I
NN s He - L mformanon) b Lo T RN
j . \. L T ) K N s ! “/‘.” \/ ‘\ $ ) . 1./‘ . l} [a

. .- N /\ : / \l‘
\\—/_‘V‘,., e A. . _\\ . hell .\\ L - O 4 . A ) _\.. ) / ,‘//“‘ T
Coon 2 10, “Has your understandmg of an’flssue at Femald changed because of SN T
Voo mformatlon you recelved from Femald" e : ' : o

s ) \ . i ' , { ‘- . ,\'\‘\\ \
\ — 5 \,\:\ \ YeS o r‘ R y e N g - ' Lo, .
1. . R - - ,i . N ., . \—-;AJ P N \,\\_‘5 t\‘ . - ,\' - ‘, o ; . .
& b o o » L T,
by Ifyes, please explain. . . v S A -
o : _ : \ - ‘ .
[ { — ~ g ~ A \: ‘ /f L A\ ° - ‘ -
. . . - / o Per = LR
N \ / | 1 ! v ) Vd
~ <\ AW ' 2 ~ ' Lo < I Ny
- 4 \ u7 - P AVEESAIN / {0 Ve \ )
.. /7 - N ' ’\( Ny / / (
N h ~ \“/"“ : | \ . o SN 4 - N N ,
\ A ! - - .o o T4 '
\ - - ‘., . \ 57 2 , N O
N ~ . - |
v L ' \ - X A kS R
. "~ - - ] N
, ZA-32: y = PL-3045, REV. 4, Community.Relations Plan . . . .
NS - (4 . ) A <
S N ’ : . P RN
- \ . [ - . { -— 4 , \ LN \ \ § N /r 4 ’ '
\ Con : AN : %
- . v ~ ~ ‘ > . :
N ) / / e : RN \/‘\ \\ L > W“ (S - ’_\
o e \ 5L .y ~ [ i- AN o 0
N { { ! ! o 3 \)) ’ | \\ / )
— P v v -




SN

Nt
Lo
P
\
'{;\

R - -7 . had + -

7/

7
N\

N o o ) e - o b ) ;‘ ' -\) . \, )
s S Co Sy > s
. N . R { N - . . 7[ i . ._\.\' { \ ' s oo

\ co o N

--‘\ Appendlx A 1994. Community Assessment Community Leader Interview Form 'L
. /o h . - \t»\_ - / N ) N 3 3 / .

. ST

v mouth, speakers bureau envzronmental orgamzatzons regulatory A /"
s ' agenczes) S S 7 e Al
~ - / Vo ._r\_ T o .o ‘\' —1\' /
, N B )

LTy

f,’ e S
v ’/ .
]

e

| 11.‘;/.

\' . [ . . i A
\ convenient? . GV e T

\ K L B
Cpa YCS'.@_*:. R

S 16,0

7{“«'\» _\F:/ oA T ’_'_l . ./“t o ‘}
What are your prmclple sources of/mformatlon about Femald"
(Promptfrespondent if necessary, with the followmg/sources S
newspapers, radio, television, Fernald publzcatzons‘ meetings,’ “word of

<

YA RPN
/.
. Have \you ever used the Fernald Pubhc Envrronmental Informatron
Center? “f =~ 0 ’ t.?._/f;“ T
Yes o . i . -} \ N 't [ ' . o 7:‘ R

From what sources do you prefer to recelve mformauon about Fernald"

~
~
X
N

2>

-7 No o o R S

S K N I T N o

 \

»

’\r KR n S L Lo e e ..’ A I - . P . .
-~1f yes, asl_(bquestlc‘)%ns_\14”-1\6.‘/111110, \S_lqpl»_to quesuon'17_.\ s Su T

t N N . Y . el - . TN
< ; _ NSl , ,

* i

A SN T [ A
YCS Sy ,§\1\‘\A o
R

v, . “No. O T S A 2

_— “f/ ST : NE

2, TR
Are the hours for the Pubhc Envuonmental ,Informatlon Center ,
convement" e AT o

L

AU
t\ \ o c 4 T }"./. \~\

. "',""’ . \

’.\ ’ ’ ' N

_ On a scale. of I- 10 w1th 10 bemg the hlghest how useful would you B

Tate the Publlc Envuonmental Informatlon Center?~ / '/ K
i . r‘. o A

- Have you attended any commumty meetmgs conducted by Femald" \ | -

" (This' mcludes the RI/FS Communzty Meenng, roundtables publzc ‘

Is'the locatlon of\the Pub11c Envrronmental Informatlon Center 7 '. i

B N

N o \ -

IR " _hearings; iworkshops) T . f.» o R
ST L "-YCS T & ’ R e .
: .- T T No ".' e S IR Sl
AN / LT SN e o \ : ’ N L I L
N ' ‘ /’- R _ SRR o~ R R ,
te .+ If yes, how many within the past 12 months? - If no, skip to-question - P
~ S r. L T L )'.‘ S . ~ e . ) -
T o -0 - AT TN e Ty
L FN ( R, T - . - N i .
. - /,._ . ! ) - R ) v
/ L s G000
PL-3045 REV 4 —Femald Env1ronmenta1 Management PI‘O_]eCt LR o A-33
C o / \ . \\ A Y f . . e ! - 1 N
4 - - ~ ST W /1=, - S
. Vel ; < ~ - -~ .
/
- - s - e v— oo °
Ty - o L \ AR AR VA B A B
T ' B L . N L
P Sl ) B \ Y o0 s R



..‘}

> Appendix A ‘ 1994 Community Assessment Commumty Leader Intervrew Form 7 L PR

v B . \ . - T,
o PN T o Y S
-(' . . : A [N SN L . / -
. » - N ~ . N
~ . v . \ . P . . /, - - , 1~ ‘{(. _./AA_ N

AT _’ 8. - On a scale 9f 1-10, w1th 10 bemg the thhestf how useful would you A y
B U ,rate the commumty/meetmgs‘b.'- . I P S L '\: R

S ; g o~ -} - \ i ,/‘ - / . ~y T

R .
/ <. 19, What 1ssues about Femald would you hke dlscussed at a commumty oy e N
- - E - 9 \ . - - 4 y . R i ;- .
T meetmg o , L N , \
-~ . cee . Y A / L R \'( .. . .- - A' VRN \\,/ AY - \ -
. e : N . h S e
N > 20. What day(s) -and tlme(s) are most convement for you to attend WA v
<, -~ . community meetmgs" T o N SO
[N . - . . i e PR
- ST Preferred~Day(s)c L \, L oy x» R T S
. - N ) /. « . Preferred Tlme(S) - " ’/ ~ P ’ ‘. . \ N ‘ * . ) :-\' /" ,\ / " ° T ’ .','(
- oY L : BRI : D R 2
RN A RN 4 /u\ ! ,‘ e B . 7,\ ),, N NS T ,
AR - ‘ ~ t" A
Ve Next ‘rd ltke/to mqutre about your concems regardmg Femald A R I
) - k - ] /. NS l ‘ '.V B v : ,\ - / 3 __ . »/ A. ‘.' .A . )}.

e DU N
L ,/':-\ 21 ' /Do you have any concerns about the. Fernald s1te‘7 A G R s
AT S, r ' Yes 7 \‘\ . k\‘\ / (- ™ ‘ Do Yy ! K AR N O R PR
e \j o No L </ .; "’y' f'\‘ \)f - >: I CH N VAR C IR
o .: n \ - / - : : - Lo Cle \ T “'.\- ety .‘\ / \\‘

AL Iftyes, ask questlonlNo (22» /1f no, ksklp to questlon No.23. .. - .0 - e

R O B T R T AL IR
? ST Lt ~ _.' § )/ T P : 7 s’ h A X \A "\ ‘. . ‘,’ t - N o »" B } -

SN )/'\'22‘.' _' Please 1dent1fy the concerns you have about Fernald/m order of S A A NI
S A 1m ortance e L L RS R T
N Pe E T S _\\"_,' A BT L P

. . vl Ty Y ; < ,‘\'-\/ S ,~,}-‘t>; \{) PO \/.k S o

R A S . ST Do e
Lo ) . A A /'.‘ ™ N
Ao =0 230 Ifyou have questlons or, concerns about ithe site, who would you o0
RN fcontact for ananswer"\ - s ,\’ AP S sy L

B PR B . . . . . R . R e . P -

w

O T T WA W _,e o ST v o \A, . Ly

N T 24,;. Would you 11ke o be more mvolved in 1ssues'and act1v1t1es concermngr .,
2 Fernald" L T S Y R S ERR ISR

- s Pl pon - - . Ce s b~ . Sy oy
Yes ' . T o SN e (N N S T \'\2'

e s TTNo T N e s T ey e
Jnsure _,/_,- R I N

. , -; “\ . T ) _, L ) ] o - Lo N . P ) . {
L7 C N RN . { L K )
_ o “.If yes; ask questlon No 25 1f\no, sklp to questlon NG. \26 oo e ey
- i~ v o ; ‘./ . E T A /».-r" A - r*."‘ . 'J-b. -
2. :\- N ~> Ny ; , /' / ,/l ‘-l, o / \/ b . V\ s N \‘ A . ) \ S A ‘,-\/ o o . \.

\

/ /.‘v 7 A-34. »Jv T , S ' o ;o ’ PL-3045 REV 4 Commumty Relatzons Plan! ".a?-“\‘-‘\-\
S . . - BEEY v |~[ s \:/ . . A .
- B GUGGH@ R




e ~ e ~ : :
L -~ ) . . .
. 1 , p s 5 ) N
e ’ D . R U N ) \
. AN ~ . T . h __»l . \'6 6 2 8
\ _/\ - . ~ \ R P . N - 4 L B ‘
2 g p ) 1z ‘\ . . . . N .
A - ~ - Lo T : : SRR )
< = ~ e t‘ b ' T L
A - Appendix A 1994 Commumty Assessment Commumty Leader Interv1ew Form T
KRN , _ \ ~ .. \V— ‘\*_’ - .. \ . '.‘ B - iy,
\‘ \/ B \ N ‘ . . ~ . ¢ .
N - o - N \ ) o . 'l« N . / R N P ;
) - T N \/ ; Dy S \»" .. .-'\ C '
. ) O S
L 25. In order of 1mportance pleasefrdentlfy the 1ssues or actrvrtres you - o
B 0 wouldfbe most mterested in bemg mvolved in at Femald o= \: 7 .
Lo . r~ NG
~ 7o~ Lo k3 P . R
: o : S Lo : o CA
. g T \ Voo D
o g Now I ’d lzke to know a ltttle about your personal expenences w:th Femald L ‘
. -\'~ ‘_. ‘\:
- BN 26. What is the ﬁrst thmg you -think of when you hear about Femald" , ’ .
s )\ N L B N A N g o -
s, R - y e - - . \ : ) e
U 27 LWhat 1s the most posrtrve thmg you can say about Femald‘? R SN Ny
t L >~ ’ T /, . - L A
_ SN _ : : N
= y © 28 ; What 1s the most negatrve thmg you can say about Fernald?\ RS SN
\‘ B s * . «( - N —
. : : A / : ( . ( e )’, ~- - ’*A oo }-\ \' _ \(' :‘/ /
) N ( » _ L ). . . X ; Ly - ) o, .
729 Have you. vrsrted the Fernald site before" A
T 2 \Yes o7 N A
< - " ([‘/‘4’. . NO A R T, ~ S o /\."." -t I ‘.\
: g Ce L . R A : .
R A RS A S I
o, VA VN If ‘yes, ask questron No 31 1f no, ask questlon No 30 SN S V.
- - /‘ v : | AN / L ' . i C . o '\’ o ' -
¢ P O : W ! ST ' s A 7N S P . S
LA . ) S \ N ,4 o . /~ L. = \ B . / . N . . X = . ) ( . o . . /‘ /‘/'
£ ST, i 3007 Would you be apprehensrve about v151tmg the Fernald 51te" o Mo U
~ “ }\ ,\‘{ l ; \\\/ 0 -~ ... o ) : 1 - : ' 5 - - ‘ \
N B . co. - \ . \\ \ Y , [»'J}\ . -
e N i why? A ) R é y
. ey N Ifyes, why PR o R N - v /
v T T < - N
o { /'7 - \_/.“ i R v Qo (. . , a _ /” N / . \\
B Lo~ 31~ Do you feel you or anyone in your 1mmed1ate famtly have experlenced T -
¥ MRS - any health problems because of Fernald" DTN & IR U
o S s ; > P - o ( ; . -~
R v ., 7 "Yes / S e -~ T . o -
< TN A NN T foy N .
h ;’ / . " 4 : | \ - ‘ 0( , ‘I ' \/\ : s \’ ‘ - / N : -' ’ ,.)\—— ' / //I >\‘.. \ : ""
C L T AN e o L L - ST
: .ot : I
SR o - ) If yes, ask questlon No 1325 1f ,no, sklp to questlon No 33 NS
,
: ) . - . P . C
Y P N 4».\A _\‘,}'._ ) R . ,.7_ ,\\ ~ . X o .
. : y C ” o SN
S 32. What health problems‘have you [ or someone m your 1mmed1ate famrly "
el ’/expenenced" " ~ : , \: N
Ve — - . I
\\\ - PR (Ihts isa personal questzon whlch some may choose not to answer. ) - ¢
N - - ~ ) [ - -
1 - ~ A. 7/ o {y
/ { . - AR R .- . ;.
.// ‘ - , . B . ~ 7\\ f.\ \ LU : _.',.\// _ A\»\/‘ . . /\‘ :}
2R Y . . T NS PR R X
B i - . . ‘\'/. . : \ _ ) ‘ \ . . ; . .) ,’- ' ‘- L ’.
\s- " PL-3045, REV. 4, Fernald Environmental' Management Project - s o -A-35 T
A p REY, &, Temald Envirormentat Maagemen” T 000079 ¢~ -
~ ) Y = P ; ; ~ ;‘r - -.’/—. \y - y (; >
’ s . 4 - 4 : -
\ 4 D -
4 o -~ . , . \ { - -
¢ 4 ’ S / .7 - ' , j. 7 \ < . R /_'
- A “ L R .
7 A J y o~ s (" PR ! -



< B o ) NS s ”- 4 ' g
-~ \ d A L . ~ -~
_ E o | ' X ,
« \ ' .
~ / . , - '/-‘ / /!
/ / ) . l . r N \ < . /1.\ \ ~ . i ~ /
’ : p X /- - oo L 7 rL ~ . ) R 7
/ ~ Appendix'A . ;" 1994 Community Assessment:Community Leader Interview Form =~ . © | -
PN - s T o ' \
y - - ; s = - : . . . N Lt
v — ] - o . -~ ) W . ) < . _ o o ~/
‘ A ) L / [N : ) 1 . . Al : - e [
\ -/ | ~ . . ! \ 7 \
\
33, D01you know anyone other than you or.a member of your 1mmed1ate : v [ 4
[N famrly, who-believes he or she has experienced any health problems A N - ; !
: . . I - :
-7 . ibecause of Fernalgl" R LT I T e ey
N o ] . Yes J A o~ > o 7 _ . '/\ o ,_\; , : ) . -7
' : - - Ny A : . : _ ’ T A t o0
i /_nNO N ) ~_»'./,-:\‘ o A/>\ - o A Vo
ST A N ! I e 'A Ny
N 34 D0)you feel your IO erty,\or the rope ofan oneimyour /- - -~ T
: Vo S ;o
Voo T 1mmed1ate family, has been 1mpacted by the Femald site? AT P N SR P N
/ b S . Yes _ R B ~ /- T :
) o N e— - Ty : 0 B - L
- ~ . No - N \ R .
o ~ Y T I R U T T ) - i
o S S B f'-.,i’,, - ")' N : \ P = )\ S ..Il ; ! - “
< NN If yes, ask ,quest1on No 35 1f no, sk1p to questlon No 36 et r AR -
o L ' \ Ng : I A
- Ty B ) - . S
Jood \3_5 Please descnbe the unpacts to your property, or your 1r\nmed1ate TP 1 S
S e famlly s property, whrch you feel were the' result of the Fernald s1te Len T
VA = S o ‘ Dy b :
. . o - . . ) — . 1 . . S ~
N /- ] . o C o -/ /— . . ,\i ,/ : - o \ . '.’f ) ( \ )l R
: S ./ :
. S Next I ’d ltke to know about your expenences wzth the orgamzatzons workmg ~a Tl i r-
=~ [ - . . R . .
.y 7 at Ferrlald. R G : ;,‘ S \.,’ oS
I 7 B 7,.,\. v /-‘.\.'\ by N Lo .,{' S
. ' ‘ e . R L BN . :
\ N - 36. _ What agenc1es companies,. organizations. can\you name whrch are ‘ SN TN
e o mvolved r1n the cleanup of Femald? o ’.-’ L AR
' ’ - v," R f L \ < \ « N N ) L . ) J.' ~ A v '
R : i ' ST C Yoo S T
o \\ " /- s P - - /'17‘ 2 b - NS ! S g - / AR -
> v . = .
. o 37. ;. Have you ever contacted any of the govemment agencres /or compames w07
' ] L .
“o.yc .y \ involved i in. 'the «Cleanup of Fernald? e N, 2
“ by T B = Y ’ I o I - Lot . AN
) :- .o A)A . . Yes X _ (// l _( . ~ . - /\\ - \ R ‘ ) o :\ . ,. ) '/’ Yoo e //
3 R ’ . / S~ . . . X Do . .
P’ l T : N - i AL v .
AN e RN NO\ ; ; {f/ ‘ . J . .’_L\ o ,,' : Y . v :}
. L. D V . - . / i / i o/ . N ’ P ~ . /
. ! '\If es ask uestrons No 38‘and 39 1f IlO,\Skl to uestron No 40 ST
/ - \ o ~ EEN
- . ) e . T o b
CON 1 S e R . ! - '\\ - .. B - . L \ ‘2 - . oy "A‘ . RN
TS ' y : 9 v S }: . ' < C -
- N - - Y At
‘ . 38 Please 1dent1fy the agenc1es or cornpanies mvolved in the cleanup at. < Y. 7
- T Femaldqwhrch you, have contacted N R S A R R T
i N v, | A S T 1 -
7 N ~/ . . | . ‘,‘ X .. ’ . T ' . ~ T
.39 0 On a scale of 1- 10 wrth 10 bein the highest, how satisfied were'you . .~ =~ _ v
- ~ e ) ' { .
S s “\'lt.h the assrstance or mfomratron ‘you were glven by the agencres (o) S e
~ . .
o - e compames whrch you contacted? Yy oy A :
ey ’ Y _— T S~ R S
: N vo o ! N > ¢ N
Eas \/./ )r ~ N A ! b i . ' '
' . ‘. / 4\ W _ ~ ‘v >, ) . Vv A xI\ : B \J - o ,."\- N \ B SR
~ ' ’ ’ ) \ A - ™ ) :I -\ / : /‘ . ',\‘r e .
N oag” : : . ravasars LS N L
A36.. . . sQ0C0BY, PL-3045 REV 4 Commumty Relauons Plan P .
. ro: , N d | \'.\ ‘lf' : : ‘ \ . 4 A Ny .'(. N - / \v / ) " /_\" - ~
- . \ \ . \j\\ - s S C - { 'y | e - r -
e = \ L v R - y -
- N } AR o N R / \
—> \ ‘/\ 4’ - ™ \- \‘\ ] . NN ,) ” / - - )\_ !
, v SN - - y » [¢ L ~ \- A VL - ;
,\ Lo ;A JANERN N ; ) . VA , i \ | N




o~

TN - B
: o . s N\

N __'. RN e . ‘. o . ) " &‘¢ B ) . ) . o
P . . . '~ - . . - . v o . o . . ~ ,. .,
| . o a T ee28
. . . 7, N : h
: . ) . . T . ) \‘ o 2N

P

P N

/

~ ~

~

) . . \' ) . - — - - i
. N o o - o ~ ’ ’ - A vy, ‘/
- L R 4Q.‘ s On a scale of 1-10;- w1th 10 being the hlghest ’how would you rate the

e : performance of,the followmg orgamzatlons mvolved m the cleanup of

} - - B
.-/_, - . ,

-~ ) 'r/ : ~
- thé Fernald site: . o .
/S A -"rl’ e C - \

. . - FERMCO--. = _'. \'4' LN T AN
' B R A

2 ‘ ’ R N Department of Energy / LN s s

T
R - ° T USEPA. A Y

s T
\ . - P ~
22 R N

v
\w

v A . . N . - ~ v, . B N .
ot . / . T R ) o

- - e CIRE \ ’ . Uy ?(
VT S ~\~4_1.-‘{ Are you aware of the/Femald Envoy Program>> S
R AV 4 Lo e R A
A T e _ Yes .>-’ SRR L A, ’ O SN
~ oA .No e R R N .
- . . R ’.\'\. L _:\ . ) \ . -/ . R . ; o P Y .. . B
- . Ll S . I )“ TR (U Y P
. 0 o B e e DN e N s . . e . & N , i
R R SRR -"I,f')\'es; ,3515',(1“511011_{1‘{9-‘ 42; if no, skip to-question No. 43.
Lo T /\ BRI g (. f q\.-l.'; A ‘;,/-A
T A < Al N ‘
0 On a scale of 1 - 10 w1th 10 bemg the h1ghest\ how useful would you
— . \.\
. S~

T e /- U
: G J- R rate the Envoy Program” T T
. N ) :
et T ‘l\\ -

P - N R Coe - E L . :
[ \ _\\"\ v ‘/\.\\ :
. .

Y A .

e

o ~

& S o e / \ \./‘ 7 _.\

L " students’ and teachers? o
AN T SRS : L
N A . Yes Sl "

R FEN .

! / ‘ . C .

{ M _\( \ . NO L o TR . i . e, ~

K ~_ X . - ! . o i N - ‘\/’” , ]\ \;} )

N ~ I sg : :
- ;- . - If-yes, ask quéstion 44; if no, sk1p to question 45 aoN ;

‘ T P oL . ~ T N N
: ) " .

/. } RN
S T . N oo . r .
~ /,\ R \ / N x ) \

N . On a scale of 1- 10, w1th 10 bemg the h1ghest how useful would you,
' o | Tate the sc1ence and ‘math 11teracy program" e

ol c T

. coY . S ~
R R : S ‘:' SR | _
. S \- A . : . SR . E

R Fmally, ’d like to know your opmzons on current and future cleanup y

a4
Ny N

/:‘,

Po- -

o /_ B < actzvmes atcthe Femald szte. " - --/» . j o . _
S AT e Ty \ ' A ; : R
o o 45»l.7 What do you thmk should be the number one pnonty at Fernald"

R ,‘ ) \.4.). ) "./7

/’ . : - PN
. R ,-" v S L

. ‘L :
~ Voo -
ki A
A o P h L r /4 > b Y, o
{ ‘ / / N . . — - ’ K -
/ ;N s , 1 <o~y ! : ; , -
.~ { = ! ” -;\" ¥ R , 1 1“\ ‘—'\"

S TDOmOEPA L v e

- o e .
e Are you aware of Femald/s s01ence and math\ 11teracy program for K-12r

\ -
~
N\
-
t
I/
)
“

S .

ZENAN
B

. 7

_".\

~~ Co

S

3 A', ’

N
A\

- N

J

. -
p .
. W

./.. /
Pl

o
N . . e

: : \ . . |

: . RN

. PL-3045 REV.)‘4, Fm‘“‘??x"‘,’?@‘:‘”‘“ Man?g‘ernent,’grquect ,' J'if QUO(} 8 1



. - r, . ' -
Ty , . v \ X : / . h

. l"_' Append]x A k 04 e . . 5 7 ; i . i

~ . ™~
T T~ N - —
/ VARRZ N ) - p ~ o .
Y : ST T “ ~ .. ) / < s
’ - ; - _ .
/ . \ ! / ! J ./ i ~_ _ (
¢ - — <] 2 4 4

| . ’ e e o) R
" _ 46. ~ Are you familiar with any current cleanup projécts/activities ‘at Fernald? ., .~ .
“ o . Nz - T \ e ,_" o oL < T L ; o h V. " '

gy o —Yes - o Ty s Yoo AT
oo 0 o Noy o . ; :

\ - el T TN . A \ N N
PR e /\If yes, ask quest1ons No 47 and 48 if no, sk1p to questlon No. 49 R S
ISR i¢ o Voo B : L Y
iy 1«\ U N x/«'/ , -f,.. L \t/'_. 4.,- A
B -~ B . i ' " . o0 >~~‘. : . ’
L 147 Please 1dent1fy thie pro;ects or act1v1t1es to whrch you are famrhar T
T L P AR PR
R . \ - - e N P : T s - T
7 \ e / . . N .

i - Ll . . ) 7‘/ ) . - A \ : - N
ool Vo Vi VTR G R YRR ‘ S
RNy 4

. . \. - P C B : ’ " L :‘ E
- 48.7 10f the prOJects or act1v1t1es at, Femald with wh1ch you are famrllar RO IR
i AR have’ you recéived sufﬁcrent mformatron to; enable you'to become Y A S

WA O

) X . R R N

PNt mvolved m‘the dec1s10n—makmg process" e R R

- - ..\ ‘ N .\)_“ \ - /‘, “ s N_’ . - “er (\ . ST / P . S i co
;- , ~ '.,( l‘, No/\l o, S )[ . ’l , ‘V\" o xS -

/
” . ",.,> : A .
T /—"':."-‘\:_-‘ Ty e e s -

. . . EEA - T R/
. - L ; . J 8 v . A .
3 r M

Lot w49, How do you feel about cleanup progress at the Fernald srte"‘ A R S :
. ) ‘ i . - : .‘ ’ Ll ’ o \*l. r“,l‘l o \. l/"'/‘.",T.»—'B \ - ,‘.~ o [ 4 ——f\
) \ o ~ (‘ / \\::‘, ) L o ,. Dos A\ v vl s . / ; o ‘ F\ ) “: ) r- \ / . \ )

r
/h
SN
")

- i ; . -~

s D I

O 50, Do you think"the Fernald s1te should be cleaned to a prrstme cond1t10n N
» B R R t ot . ~
Lyl teven if it means spendmg addltlonal ytaxpayer money than needed to U e Sl

. v . o . " 3 -~ - ’\/\ .'
TR meet basic govemment cleanup regulatlons? S _\ SR I PR
\ «\‘l\ ‘/4 2 . /YCS 5 . A A ;/ L . L

| | STy N L
AN o o ' | » -

> - Sy 5 U \ b . I.':'.*,
Whydoyousaythat///\ I b : 2 -

N

N . \ P oAb ( . ".‘-/( S
_,'_" ( Y Lo s , /, b ' . '

Y
I~
~

R A 51te once cleanup is complete" ) i . R : IR
IR ~ . - o . ) K ’ ; oy Y vl B ] . B
b s L c e AN - N . _,1 | s
SN, 52 o Where do you thmk wastes generated durmg cleanup of Femald should N T o
Vet o be disposed?<. B o

~ .
Y

\ ' / -
. N 4 / ’ - o~ ' /
-~ \\';~ 3, i - 7’ \ ~ VI L ; AN .. . A /\ \
~ i1 , 2 A PR VU . SR b
T O . R T ER RN ‘
}_.' L. - - oL )\’ L

_L ""/* A»_.— . O

. o N St - e l T - : ) - o
- T A-38.1 S ¢O00GEs, - - PL-3045 'REV, 4 Commumty Relations Plan o
o TR T , SRS o T , ;N T
: l D N e e il N Y

“

b v ,Sl': If the decrsron v&;ere yours alone what would you do. w1th the Fernald {\" B _.7 Rt



_:)l / ) ) o —— Mo Iy

Y \ - — - T /"//

) - \ ~ . . AN \ ~\
N Appendix“A ~ 1994 Community “Assessment Community Leader Interview Form e
~ . R N o . t_ L, R . » { o R I /‘A ‘ A‘\ -

. - v

BT 53.. Are you ‘aware that DOE has created a Femald C1t1zens Task Force to

\
. ... . make recommendatlons on future use of the site and related cleanup
ST 9. CE g
. o _Arssues SO AR R - A:_,, ST (_\//_p,
-7 Yes: S P

/ RN - P R - . N 3 \ .

- :" . i T AR - i BT - L R - T .
0 - P = If yes, ask:questionNo. 54;-if no, skip to question No.- 567 ; = .-
.I , / < «_\ A ‘.( o ) - N . . N o “Y' S . . :. : ,. ) ~ -\. . L - //\‘

N~ : .
: S Lo~ . - ! FARN - ; - .
. . < ) N \ -~ - \ ~ . - (f
: !

. »»\. ';/ .,f-:\ L \, - \‘,
N 54.. Have you, attended a*Fernald szens/Task Force meetmg" ' o Vo

/\_\ :\’”) \_/ / Yes ) S Jire bl
‘ ’ ~ : - 7 B . .

cor s -_\‘~,/ ’ s i~ o o BRI

S

IR RN If yes sk1p to. questron No 56 1f no, ask questlons No 55 and’56

,_/. - . N < .C . ,\

C R ~ o N o~ -'t' : K , ] b ,.‘_\'"- ‘
SN o / -/ \'\/ : BN

—

LA Lmeetmgmthe future" T = L e S ey

- - : . Aa" . .-. N . U ~ - - . T N >‘ . .
.;{,Nyo PR RN GO Bt e

}
—_— . . T T

“a o Lo , - - E l tt Ax\,— . 7
’ ’ -\ // CoL \ A

R Force" ) \, . LA L e " =
- v L i, N ) L) . ,’ ~ ! ‘
A Yes Sy f R AN I Ty

ES NO‘ T R T /

N )

oL ) N . , . :
, ""_ ;e I e, complete information at the end of this survey 1f respondent

~

- 7,.‘-/""'\ '-f‘/rsNOTontheFernaldcommumtymarlmghst S e
N e - 5 ; VR e

- S A\ Py xi, Ll . LT ~ x e = oo ) ]
//' ].\ -T,/,_ ’\, . . ) ‘

i 757, Is there anyone else you would recommend we talk to about the - e

Pooo L ‘_ﬁ Fernaldcleanup"‘ TN e _/_,/\ NS

A 55. - Would you be mterested\m attendmg a Fernald szens Task Force _// .
. __; Yes . . 1, A SEEIUAE SRR SR 'A/A‘f'

S Unsare: 0o cowoc G D s
7 LV oo R T

1 >
Ed ~

-
)
J

~ N . . P [ N - .
LS . oy B v B B e P R L
. ’ s . ’ "- [\ R ./\_/,:- ' \ \? : ‘ \ . ! '\_ 4 Tt Rk {.;_:‘ . ./\- »
o' 58. " Are there any other comments about Fernald you would Tike to,make" - e
Y ‘ T (/.'N\ \ ~ . Lo ‘/" ".I
o Bt R P PR >
Ch e - A = s a ‘o s {'/,' oL . o '~ ERITRY )./' P ¢ <
e .,k ,'t) _‘.



{ N -~ . - N . N
- i ‘ - .
~ 7~ - ! ! ~ — -
- . Ve ’ /
~ ~ P i \ AN ’ - -/
) / / o, - | ’, R
- . [ -~ /
N . . i : . . /e
Appendrx A . 1994 Community Assessment.Community Leader Interview Form
~ '/l . “z - L ’ - 4 FO ..‘\ ~ v S~ |
e T '\/,.-_\/. L coh AN
- \ [ : ~ =
59. Would you hke to be on the Fernald commumty mallmg hst‘7 - g A
-/’ / T , YCS - . | / . | - ~ . . o .
: ] ‘ ) AR o
. - J— NO_/ ¢ L S SN N
, . v ez ' [~ = ’ T '
N If yes, \obtain. full name street,” or post,of/ﬁce box c1ty, state, zrp code\
‘ phone number and, 1f apphcable fax, number) R N
/ ’ v
[ _ . C .
A 5 A | v / ’ : v St T
A , Name v+ . . (¢ ” / )
ORI N S / Voo IR .
/- S~ S -
. B - ] B ’.~\‘ / . i AN :
- 7 = ! . - .
/ = . . . . X . /
{ - =~ { A\ Y J g _ -"\ -
RN - SNy _
- 7T Street address or P O box ‘/ Ly Y .
hLT N coy MU N S y
N p(("' \\‘ S g o ) 1 N )
R -,"(’l‘r. \ [ A . r _\F . / " \ P [l .- ) _\A /{ / («T ;
. / P City v LAY State . N Zipcode ' .
g ‘ = = — — 7 .
% NV o 1y, S T ‘
1 - — e \;‘- - T
A BEAAS Phone.number ! Y -7 Fax.number- .- -’ '
N . Ty AR — PA— .
-7 : e - R Yoo A - ]
) T BRTRS T - \ ) - N b ey ‘ 7
- o N~ ~ S el O A
AN s di . 3 - N e \ TGN ; s
T AT T Thank you for your time and cooperatzon DA N
/1‘-~r/ / PN -\ / ) A °
' / — /\ ) . \ . / . ..\ - ‘\ / - ;o
4 o N l‘t N \ 2 . 1) i s ) ‘ B .
v N LR S A - N i
/*' ‘/., 'Z/ it — ;o ’{. 1 ”'\] \ . . ¢ i \\
‘ RS ' N N ' b Foan
y Y - . T :
. Y A\ R SN, S TN
= - ~ ; - ) ( ){ . ~ -. AN
' Doy . " - - S .
RO A , / . i
N ) N : - SN SICERN N
Vo~ T IR \ RSN S v
I \ - - )
Yoo - D _i / N ! - /‘ ! ) . N . / Y
N ~ Nt L L A -
4 Yo ‘7 \ .o \ . . )
o . . ! s : I LN |
/ AN 1 - . - ~ ) —. . vl - ([ —.
., \ AUEEPEEN N LN N\ X
N~ — el A
1 ! N ” - X 7 - o
. . N e \ — / \ \ .
i \ | I - R — - B ~ ! <
D - / PR N L. N : N N
- LT b A o \ S N T '
N SRR S ST G
- ] PN \ /- \ { -
. (W : ’ J ’ L - .
£ } \ ! . D
\ AN [ V- ‘ P LN e
- : - - —_— ; )
- 1 Co . ; . ~ \-.\2, L ( N l(( I - ? N
. AA40. i ~ f PL-3045 REV 4 Communt Relatwns Plan
~ A ; ‘1
\ /‘i : . QGGGS /e o \ -, ' .
= / i ’ :
A | \ , o 1 L
Ty 7 o / } tf N ‘ R \ Y
‘ s A ~ - R S
' f . VI R R . A - o
/ ) ) . - L : . : :
d ~ X . W\ N ¢ ~ : = T
S , 7 "~ \\7\ - ‘ - _ L 3 . X




Pl

P

S
—~ N " .
~N

“(
L e
-
, ;

. N : N / o I ) 1 - -
-, 1994 Community Assessment General Public Interview Form
.\. _ L ‘ / ‘ ~"11\' T T .
. R N . . \ - \

/~‘..'.- S "«: . /‘ \‘Fil\'st

" Hello, I m_ , Iam callmg on behalf of
. .FERMCO, - the environmental contractor for the U.S. Departmerit of Energy ar
Fernald We’re doing a phone survey about the Fernald site. ~If you have a
- few mznutes I'd ltke to ask some: questzons about. your interest in ’and
knowledge about Femald N S

—

17
.
{

- R o \Attemp\ts

AY

,/\v

Contacted respondent/date’ "~ - - T _ o
A _ . R E : ey N ‘ ) | —— .
.- Y . L. . ‘\‘ " - . ~ Lo K e /

T \N(\)answeru A*... ] 7.’\ ‘\ R '\-: _»’{ ;{_y’\ l A‘.

e AN . — R S ' :
[ —— . C 4'/{ NS ) — _-' . /\ . - : A\ N 7-\’4
SN N - . ) ~ - . A . ~ No.
, R N R . R
Busy' A SR S - s '
! usy/ , ./' \ - AN - T ———— R ;_~;1 )
Ny 7 e ' Yo A
P R ) . 7 o . / ~ . ~
’ R DRI A DR 4 N ’ )

N T : '
-Answering machine -~ - - . L AN

- . ">§ ./ L . s . N
N . \/ . — . \ Ve (S )
- ; . '~ roue -~ i ~
Declined to participate .7 - - . ;- :
ot \ : //. 4 r } P
. NA ¢ N ~ R oy
\ VR S e O o« 7/ ANV
7 v . . : - K
\ b v o« T s <y /.)1 o . . AU
‘ v 9 CEE I3 > . . '/ . oL ‘_ /
\Re_spondent § name . < . L
i D . s —~

£ e ' AN L

Interv1ewens name B A N T o
~ S - Y. T — - -
) : S RN

Five;milc/: ra‘dius” R - ' Twenty-mile radius =\ _,7’ ’A
e ‘(" '/ . ) A:' ‘ - '/ ',.\\' _’/A 7}
1. Areyou,oris anyone in your ‘immediate famlly, an employee' at the'
. _  Fernald plant" S NPT .

] \ . PR r"

'd

-

V.

"f‘_»‘i_ .

‘\ r
N
A

K -
A RN
14

’ : -
. ~ / /- ~ - - , Y /000085//\ )
\ AR e / I S
i - . R s

- '.: ;o P “ A / . . /.

N

~f‘ ;
N .
-
/
f..\> .
-
s



N\
O
‘
N

\ s - -, e
- L, -\ _ /" » 7 o
- , . Sy . / - L, -
. . -~ . _ /
ot ’ " ~ / - - / : _ \/ A ) - —~ ’ 'j‘ ’
' +« ~Appendix A 1994 Commumty Assessment General Public Interv1ew Form
, :’_‘ v ‘. A : . o J~ ’ ‘ )
. N / 7 4 . _{ - - N .\ <. 4
e b ¢ : o - - b )
~ . e - | : K L_
y .
- ! If no, continue wzth survey If yes,“thank respondent explam that thzs '
B / Survey is for individuals ‘who are not employed/ or who do not have famzly .
oL - employed atthe Femald site. L . b Ly
N o . e ~roo- C ' : o
. . Vi - . . J X - . . . N s . o
oL Lo ' o o)
S sy b L AN U A g T
! 2.. ~ What is the first thing you think of when you hear about Fernald? . - ..
- A R - T, . o ’ ) ’ - ~ 4
i ; L - S e 7
! B L N T s SN Ly N
. 3. ‘What is the most positive thing you can.say about Fernald? , —
S S SV B S SN
e . \'~ o \' s c —
) A/ . ' v [N . : e T \/ ~, ¢
b2 -4, What 1s,the most negatlve thmg you can say about\FemaldV L
N\ .o . IR N . VA
“ ) : N . - . VR e
= AP / /\“." .o ‘/;'."lf' ' . z /‘ \ SN o -
_ . R . S
ARG TS What\ do you conS1der\ is the number one pnonty of Femald‘ 2 .
N management‘7 tarr P N
. ( /_~/‘ ;- e y . ' / . R . . .\\7 / . j._ {‘ ’.‘ N . e ‘\\ : . R \
SN T V- ST - C X
: S
~ im0y 6l /On a scale of 1 10 w1th 10 belng the lughest how would you rate the [
BNV O followmg L
S T Fernald s effectlveness 1n mformmgf the publlc about the -
o - environmental cleanup program at: Femald? o S .
W \ v . .__ - Fernald’s effectlveness ifl involving'the public-in the. dec151on-
e e T 5 making process used to make cleanup decrslons at Femald?l‘ Ve
R S T T PN NN L
N S o \'“ ./>‘ . ,\' S o
STOAC - /)) R | / ) /- R l / .
) / 7 41. On a scale of 1- 10 w1th'10 bemg the hlghest how would you rate PR
AT thesertems"r- < | e
ooyl = Your understandzng about the envuonmental problems at -7 )
o S O Fernald? S T VAN SR
T L Your understanding of the' environmental cleanup plans bemg o
P A A S . considered or irplemented at Fernald?. = - - =
o, : L The ‘general public’ § understandmg of the env1ronmental A
PRI . ,  problems at Fernald ey U .
T + 27 The general pubhc s understandmg of the envuonmental cleanup . - J -
' ‘ . plans bemg consxdered or implemented at Fernald? *» » ~ . /- 0 .~ 0 I
. A - , \ \ '\ . - -
| ‘ S w VLN T oA ' T L
- L . ~ /™ . ’ N * A N } ' < g r'i !
& J : s T N 1 s T
’ _N / \ : RN . : o o \) ,{ \ | -
{' ' b Y - co . 6 A N g
. - \\.\\ . o R o ,\‘,/ : ~ s A\~ - = /\l [
CA42 - T N ,@,;()0.08?&) -+ - PL-3045; REV.'4, Community Relations Plan~ =~ "=+
R ) L . ’ i : . . - . i . ‘ -~ S . ) . -
N N R ~ - _l , ' ) N ’ k/ “.\ - . . . R ‘/ \ B . ./ - N . /‘\ -
] -\_‘. “_". YT e ’ " |
g -~ s N i ' ! \ { . e s /s o
Lo Ty ‘ Co z N N
; - />/\ | o (‘, e ) L L : ; ! L \
. N | o l g \ 1 ’ Y i - /




L/ ~ 7 . .ooN N -
N « o7 BN ~ - \ N ¢ R A . e
. ~ Ly J o T
- y AN . { .
N L, - Yo, X R h 66 2 8
I~ ) Y ¢
. p - . \ . ..
~ : AR T oo . o R -~
- . - -\ S ’ b e — . '\
\ - Appendix A 1994 Community Assessment General Public Interview Form -
' - o \ o - - P oyl
Ve - N\ { - v ) p = u - - -
/ PN .. R z ~ . ’ v )
s ' e ' o b S :
. Lo~ . ‘
I — : . P . o
o 8 From'what sources have you recelved mformatlon about Fernald‘7 , AN
. B ’ NS 1 - ' \ N ‘ i - ‘ -~ -
oo T (Prompt responderit, zf necessary, wzth the followmg sources: ' - . e ~\* ! \l
: <" newspapers, radio, televm?n Fernald publtcatzons meetings, word of . >
' - 5 ‘ mouth speakers bureau, envzronmental orgamzatzons regulatory/' L B
N S agenczes) - | N . o SO ',_'-' VR
. . ~ . N . - { . . } X - T - Lo .
o e . o . / e - v s T
PR N S \\ Vool Voo L AN \\r .
N L o9 From\what sources Wotld you. prefer to receive mformatlon\about G
A s T “'Fernald? - o \ P R . S {
. " -~ .\ . sy S R A 7'; S SRR .
T BN (0 o B o , T - , \_\:" ~
N ‘o n o/ v k. (A g - e -0 N , ! . \« . \\’ ol ‘ )
N \ ! ) 10. Have you ever used the fPubhc Envuonmental Informatlon Center" RN
' r'd — . : ot
N ' L 4 /-/ Ty YCS\ k f—;," R ’ o \ N L - I . /}’: “m 7/
. ~ . il R ST o SR N
"\/ s . ST ) No' R - 7 N .} ‘/l'//'-.\: C - -
. . T e Y R S e T i
RN » ! ST N e ?/”",. T T T S P R
\ S “v ' /. T ’ 7’/' ! { /./" \
G .7 - 1_1.}_ Are you aware fthat DOE has created a CltlZCDS‘ Task Force to make N 7o
. rl S o recommendatlons on future use, of the site. and related cleanup 1ssues" Y
- ) [ e 7o -, . RN 4 R \ R AV
AN s oo~/ A }_“_ Yes : ~ \ ‘_}‘ o o P \_ §, i 7 .-'A . -l /
TR o, __No. ~ - R ' . o s
AN : - ’ — ‘ ~ ! \ 3 ~ ‘ .
R AW SR Rl st RN Y.
‘ ~ ’ (SR . -~ . S ' . : .
~ A SR SRR R A - Yy S AT NN
R 2 Have you\attended any commumty meetmgs ~conducted by Fernald?: o
< ohy N+ (This includes the Remedzal Investzgatzon/Feaszbzlzty Study Commumty A .

« T Meetmg, /roundtables publzc hearmgs workshops‘) \ R

~ N~ ; s i ) . \- A Yes . - . . ) /,‘ . - ‘ N ‘\ L .
: : . T A PR L P [ *

\.' Vo ] ) NO }\ 'N . {, x i ‘ ‘ K fo - .
NUEEEE S - o L ' ORI .
N RN If yes, ‘how many wrthm the past 12 months" If no,. sk1p to questlon - 'x'.;\ A

e INGN4T | T B VPR
\ . T~ Loy - - A - o T
T * N S e '/.- {( »i'\ > 3 ’ RN
. ’ C . ,\\ A . .‘ ’\"' L | ( . \_ . - - ‘ .
e S 13.-- " Ona scale of 1 10 w1th 10 bemg the h1ghest how would you rate the v
Ly s Tt ot value of the community meetmgs" s ,(’ N
- N s R ‘ / o
. B - ST o R
v .N, ! ) \ ; / ),, _ -~ ~ - / i /_\ ’
- ' > - Vel . N > ; i .
[ e \ . () - v , 4 .. . i ‘. )
v g / . i s AR o ; ~ e LT
’ = \\ P \ 7 ! ~ . / /- ’ ' - 7 —
’ N = - ‘ : < ; - T
) X N ~ e ‘ ) .
. ~ L - - g i R
— - PL-3045,REV. 4, Fernald Environmental Management Project I L A-43
; ]
T s - \ N - 7 \ T N
o VAL . | IR !
SN “ i C N V% B _ ‘/ S
/. | N P . R N ,/,
. 4 ' - o \ | \ \l/\f \, \,\ " ‘./ 4
-, N ! [ [ .



/} ) PR , ~ _ ~ < /— ' s . \ s N L;
J / | - / ~ / R / -
r . L Y . B
~ 2 S * Yoo C o N7 T
! - . , . ' ~ RN \
- . \ ~ ) - - - <
= . / > - -
s T Appendix ‘A 1994 Commumty Assessment General Pubhc Intervrew Form {, - i~
- Y, / - - e el ; N g
~ T, ~ - ‘ ~ { ~ -
/ p ‘ e
i Ty ; S ' T ~ :
\ - < ~ ~
' . Ve , . - —_ ~ A : . N - X ."'l A .
- - ) - - { . \ -
h 140 Have you ever v1s1ted the Femald site? o e 0 . >
[ _ Yes, N T = N
, - i ' NO , - -7 v - ) : i C . o
e P K . N . N » N ) (.! l’- & ‘[ '~ '\.,
' ‘\,_- : ' ’ - V2
PR 15. - Do you feel you or anyone in your 1mmed1ate fam1ly have expenenced SN -,
N any “health problems because of Femald" oo S T
. - T LN PN N 2
R i, ) ‘Yes . ""’-,‘ \ R . o oo /?(\\ NN
(s /‘ No ) : . L‘/ J \'_ . ,.‘ / ’_\’_\ A \ l' /:/ . | - ) ; )
RN y T o ‘\‘// . W
o L 16 Do you feel your property,/ or'the property of anyone in yo%r ST O ~<\ ey
oo - 1mmed1ate famﬂy, has been 1mpacted by the Femald s1te‘7 R - R
‘ T L _Yes ) . \ S ;1 Cyes Y e )
Ll v No e el e s Tl <i
. . \v—_:-r‘ t /\", - R - .. [ A : oo - . -~
- V I \ . J ,\/ \ — o { - - ) - . - o \ i / RN ./ .
I R ‘. 17, 5 Do you have any concems about the Femald s1te‘7 . Py T
N [N . . . N : - ) '
7 YO ) « Yes ’ ,{» ' < o \‘,/ - “ S ({ . \./, ‘ ;N / ‘
TN 'No C "'/."" T -.i‘;- P L 7
S .| AV /“ o 1 S . '_ 1= - o A oI o . - . .
N A : ¢ - 'r Loy N . : ’ ’ co o
T i -~ o ' [ - :
; S Ifyes, ask questron 18, lf no sk1p to questlon 19 . N L s
A - \ : BTSN I ‘
. . [~ . . | . \’ /( Vol ) AR ¥ / -
‘ o ; »‘\;_\ P \j , L _,J'/ . (\ / \r B \, s \.\ T ; ~ Lon/ ..
: f > ‘ ) \ N . — / R ) ‘,// . / .\.. RASE
( L ) V187" Please 1dent1fy the concerns you have about Femald m\order of v T k‘ =
< Sy . .. P .
" 4;»' 1mportance\zf ,/’; N '/\ _ - -(\' RN rJ ,)\/ ,
# . sV K f l",\‘/.\'./‘"\ oo ~ . = / \\ />\>,“r;" - 7, ’ ‘/;) >/-
-~ - o 4 . . ) s - " . — . M R [N
(\‘ t - Lo ! oo (/ \/ : P i 5 i o .f:\’
T 197  Ifiy ou had uesuons or concerns about the s1te who would ou contact ~- Lo
~ o7 ) ’ - \ . ! - . Sl
- for an answer? SR e A .1\ R
N et LS N T Y PR T Ty oy v
\ R A FA N ,/.f‘ /-,: N sS ! : - /\- - : . N ‘ Lol A
\./ . /! l/ /)/ - : li! ‘ yo G .
1 720. What do ou thmk should be the- number one non at Femald? S I P S
. \{ P . J \ , g
N\ L Ty s ' ) s . R » B
P - ’
— 21.- «Do you “think: the Fernald s1te should be cleaned toda pnstme condltlon < .~ /\L
¢ ., -~ -even f it means spending, additional taxpayer\m\oney than, needed to - " ‘j ’ L L
NS ( -_\ ~ meet bas1c govemment cleanup regulatlons? Y ~ L N \ J
g A . Yes ‘ i;_‘ S TN N /\)",'ft A
g o~ g L A» NO - - - f) \ ! \\\ 1 ~ - A ’ \.A ‘ J ) \
. Y —_— | ' AN " :
; / B , ) _ J L - P - . - S~ L, \
y , _ ‘ A !
~ . .. “(. Whydoyousay that? ' . o _ " - J P \ : o
i Ve / \ \\AA ! _(\" - { . < \e\ 4 . \ . \ T l‘/
_ - - i \ o Il . : . A ' - . nd ) !
-~ ; - ¢ \ i L { : .
N - o8 < — /» P - ~ . j K . ".( / L. l 7
. / ,\1\ \ L ¢ \“ - J‘i.(f' ’ B ) N VY
LC A4 ‘ GOGGsES L PL—3045 REV 4 Communzty Relatzons Plan’ A,,-r' -
I b ., 3 B ‘ . /\ s ) 7.’>/' ) ' 7 ’ : ’ o
\_\ ‘- ¢ Cy B o ; . - —\(\A‘/ N o -~ TR
< Id \ : < . . N /'f \ N P . \ PR . .
- , . .' . . , /\/ \ /_ . é*/ \ . 7 ) B l: / .‘ \ )"\ N \ i . '\ .
' AR r I " - oor \ L R 2 R I
/ L 4! ; < R S T L




\ - . R , RV . . : . .
’ . o - ) ] . . P

: ’ R _‘\' o o . - B \_'_' " .o D N
Lo e628

' s ) N ’ ~ - ‘ . \. A ’ ) . IR 2N
-~ RO T N S RN 4
' \ i Yo - -
Appendix A - - 4 1994 Commumty Assessment General Pubhc Intervrew Form ;"
- - . .. .\ -\ R R , - [
4 ST » « < ° -7 VS ~ 0
~ o 7 . > N -~ i /-
- - - B - N . } .- ' N ’ "- . ’ . \ ! N A ’
T~ { 4 J; oo~

S ¢ 22. "If the decision were-yours alone what would you do with ,the Fernald ST
ri T -0 -sue once cleanup is complete" N ‘ e L

b v T b : SRR S ~ ' ‘- AN
he . ARSI X T ~,Where do you thmk wastes generated dunng cleanup of Fernald should N -

S : be’d1sposed‘7 e _/ o LT A S

Vo I4 . . o N f/‘ s . PN 7

. . : . -
~ \- v \ .

‘ . | o -, 24.. 'On a\scale of '1-10, w1th 10 bemg the hlghest how would ‘you rate the N
) N o performance of the followmg orgamzatlons to cleanup the Femald site:.

R ..~ "FERMCO ., , . s T o

;o 4 S \"'\. -

v N T A‘ DepartmentofEnergy NI S T

. ) Lo . Ve L 7/
S, A T USEPA. . .o - N :
’ ! - - - f ST ’ o R :
2 {( L - Oh10 EPA ~ NS \ ) _.\ T o
\‘\_ . E o 3 . g \/ . . \ g . S i /\ -
\

- N ‘ 25. - Are there any, Othet comments about Femald you would like to make‘? ‘l

S : B S Lo . . ’
‘ . o . . ‘ : . ' N cs=
B N N AT S L co ’-.~ L ey T

- . - . » " . N ]

. , . . . ;

=77 26,4 'Would you like to be on ﬂxe.Femald community hailing fist? -
) ‘,/".I » ) B . YCS N ’ ’ L l N \-l_l SRR \' o (,{ \. : o

L e = . . o i - o v - -
A o No: - - . . 'r{ “"\"\‘~ e

/ Ve, -,—_/- Lo v-»\_ L v. R DR RN
P _ If yes, obtam fuil name street or post: ofﬁce box c1ty, state\ z1p code,\\’
AN T phone number and if appllcable fax- number)/ SV

P N 'J’. - : _ - P :
. . : ‘ - - : ‘!\\ 7 : \". Ly - Vs

/ e \

I

‘ . . - -
N : K o . . - N . ' K . ~ - K -
I -, Name , - - Vo g, TN ey A

AN o 1y \ o » ) § 4 /
. N L . - R - . i SR
DA Z Street address or P.O. box.. y T T
) R J ’ o : \! \ . . | ‘. /

_\//f ’ J ~ N N \. ’_.‘q); o — i AY - . T~y N
— oo~ ) (' B . . . \ .’ ) *.. - N . »

- - City 1o g State - - Zip code * 4> " -

- { PR }.' j N / "»\ a T : ) . - ' . ~ -

I~ : - - P i . A \ - ohT
~ ~-
- - = , r o _ - )
Ry - o : C o v AN . .. . /
R o N P P .- Lo P

[ . L. : N . '/\_ - L -

’ r . <. <
( ! o o B Ihank you for takzng the tzme to answer our questtons '
‘ S . - T - ) e

- '_’ p - ).‘."_‘ / - . : ‘ . N ‘\ A ) o . -/‘h Ve

y K ‘ EEN X p REENEY - - - —
/7 ! . . : . ;



Ay

- .

L

e

Requnred and Supplemental Commumty Relatlons Actlwtles - -

* initiation of s1te£ work; estabhshmg and maintaining a list.of - . _ 'V .

. commumty -contacts andvmterested _parties;. conducting pubhc .." R
~meetings; ' holding public comment periods for all primary docurnents s
~with appropnate not}ces of availability, and development of  © T _ N
A responsrveness surnmarles\ : ST

’ "4In contrast under the‘RD and RA phase of cleanup, requrrements dre | o ’
',hxmted to revising. ‘the ‘community. relations plan, if the lead agency

A\ determmes this is necessary, and notifying the public at the beginning -

. -of thejremedlal desrgn stage and prior to begmmng-remedlal action., - - i ) ; T

_ The DOE, however; shall continue to offer. opportumtles for pubhc 1 FAE

- - This appendix provides a descrrptlon of the regulatory-requlred and E AR
supplemerital public involvement actrvrtles ‘at Fernald. Notall. .- o S
iy process \ The act1v1t1es and programs llsted below are desrgned to - \( o ,’.-;

: 'promote two-way' commumcatlon\and meet the public’s needs for™ .. -,
' -,'1nformat10n and mvolvement - - R ST VAL

0 " Provide DOE Spokesperson and Commumty Pomt of { v

: - A- o . . T - T a g T
N . 6628
: . - . N p
) . - =~ =< N
. » N . L, ~ .
, ~ Ll o o oL s~ T R

Appendlx B

—

. R RV - P e . - - A 7 ‘7- . \ ;o
Ny A Y SR A RE -
Overview of Approach ~ =, _ =~ .. "* R .

I N : - B

* As a Superfund site, Fernald must 'cornply with certain requirements

)

for mformmg and mvolvmg the _public. Under the RI/FS phase of
cleanup; examples of these requlrements include: “developing a . ,\‘

. ‘community relations plan establishing and’ mamtammg an'information - - . -

repository and an adrmmstratlve record; briefing local officials-at the -

\ o, 4

RN / . ) R -ty v

mvol\:ement beyond those\requrred b); regulanons 8 o . ! .-
N : . 5 ST R . L \
N7 .

-
~

supplemental tools W111 be, used as part-of each public involvement -

“ - - /t . s T SN

Reqwred publlc mvolvement actnvutles for the R!/FS,' - oo
‘phase: . . ST TN

B — - B /- B -
- ’ / - - -

. .. Contact [qu 300.415): The DOE has appointed a public = " Ty
" /"7 information officer at the Femald site to oversee the ‘public - o
‘ 1nvolvement t program. ‘The publrc mformatwn officer-is the - .~ /, .
prrmary pom)t of contact for the commumty, and is: the DOE/ TR
" liaison for. cornmumty issues with-the EPA 4nd OEPA. o o
-Commumty Ottreach coordrnators Also, with the support of Lo
. contractor Staff, the publlc information ofﬁcer ensures tlmely SR
',‘ _answers are provrded to Citizens’.and ‘media’ questrons and . ,/‘ B
inquiries; ensures opportunities. for publlc mvolvement are .l Mo T
"\ offered; and notrﬁes local nelghbors,,F RE.S. H., Inc., the Y '

—

LN L o - N

L ¢ P M
- o . .



s Requrred & Supplemental Commumty Relatrons Act1v1t1es '

EN T : . N N v 7/ - hat
e ‘. . S , [
7 - . -, ¢ ./\ 1‘ ) . ~ I ) . / -
J : - . s [ -

\ ) . — .
‘ . v . / . : e ;oL i
g & - ’ o ' N ~r . A

~ 2 N . Fernald Cltlzens Task Force state’ and local ofﬁc1als c1v11 A/. '

L ‘ .~ vdefense and emergency management agencies of unusual >
S events and areas of expressed mterest at the s1te oo T
) o - - : \ r {
. .- >, 1. e /Conduct community iriterviews [NCP 300.430'‘and 415] |
o , N ' Commumty interviews with local crtmens and commumty o
S . 7 \ / leaders were conducted at the-beginning of the RI/FS before”
R o N field work began to determine’ '‘the commumty S level of
- N, interest in Femald to assess their concerns and information
e . I G _needs; and fo- deterrmne approprlate comminity relations .~
« Tk L ‘actlvmes Commumty interviews are also fequired for
e N  removal actrons expected to extend longer than-120 days and
NN N AR for- removal actlons’w1th 3, planmn\g perlod of at rleastks1x

+
~

NG

. . ] — , -
/ R . " N A .
e ' o ‘(' Y .( >

oo T e Develop a\commumty relatrons plan -at the” begmmng of the
o LN A ! ., RUFS process and revise the Commumty Relauons ‘Plan -~
S _ 7 ¢ ... 7 \ prior to the 'remedlial design, if necessary [NCP/ Section
: o L300, 67(b), 300.415, 430, 435] ,Basediupon: -community o7

: . o, v\ _ -
EE o e . mon _ N ¢ ‘3\ s ‘ 'f/

R

N RN S strategy and act1v1t1es for mvolvrng the public in decxsron -
S p l . '. ) rnakmg ) j ; p ST N ../_) P «
A . o . - -
o - . \ N VA . 5
The N Cp frequrres that a Commumty Relatzons Plan be /-":, -
\prepared for each removal action that is expected to extend
. o . beyond 120 days, or that involves-a planmng perlod of at least
P I B srx months. ,The_ DOE had, in 1 the' past, prepared a separate
! e T addendum to the Commumty Relations Plan for each removal
U P v action that requrred one those addenda are located\m the~ ¥
S L admlmstratlve record- in therr respectrve removal action files ’
R N oo ‘ \\ j‘ and in the’ 1992 Commumty Relanons Plan. In'the future
o0 0R - Y whena removal action requrres community relatlons ‘activities,

o ot ¢ summary in the removal -action file in the adrmmstratlve o
. . . S »
- , L record cn . S - '

\ o . A . . \ N

- )

T e Estabhsh and maintain an mformatxon reposrtory and an
e T 4 " administrative record at the begmmng of the RI/FS procoss
- Lo . 2 and make the administrative record available-to the’ pubhc
VAR L . for inspection and copying [SARA 113, 117; NCP 300.815, .
¢ VAR O 820 300.415, 430] Estabhshed in 1989 _Fernald’s

Vs

A0 Ly interviews, the Community. Relations Plan spells out’the ~ | )

/ N KA

-~ 1t w1ll be documented and,placed with the responsrveness e

N

] o~ o~

N L P 5 PR ) e T v s
B2 V7 -gU0GGIL 7 7 PL-3045, REV. 45 Community Relations Plan
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< g “Required & Supplenieital’ (;ommumty Rélations Aétivities
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N

-~

—//

L \'[

N
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- revisions; explanatron of significant drfferences to'‘the’ ROD

= o Avarlabrllty of the' adrmmstratlve record at, the . P

— ~

.t -
AN N . W

administrative record is an official file of all mformatron

7 collected during the RUES whrch will be consrdered or relied ¢

upon in selecting a-cleanup remedy for the-site.” The DOE has
established a file in the administrative record and mforma/tronh
- repository for each operable unit and each .removal action®

" Notices of avallablhty appear in local newspapers to identify -

, ’documents “that have been added to the adrmmstratlve record

g

for pubhc review, comment and- copymg ' <

P = -

,\' : ) ‘~_,x

The adrmmstratrve record mcludes at-a mmrmum factual

information and data obtamed before and during the. RI/FS - ”\f‘

studres including proposed plans_for each operable\umt T
RODs the community relations plan and all subsequent” . o
proposed amendments to the ROD; amended ROD
-responsiveness summaries, and RCRA' closure plans . Also

_ included in the administrative record are polrcy and guidance -
documents a record of public partlcrpatron mformatron from.

. “other agencres enforcement documents unplementatron plans, L
N

'andanmdex : : o e -
’\\5/ “.'-"\\‘.‘ .\ R : //

I
} .

Inform the publrc abouit the avallablllty of. Techmcal ,
. Assistance Grants INCP 300 430]: lEPA provrdes these grant§
- to assist groups with understandmg technical —mformatron In
early 1991, 1nformatron on-the avarlablhty of the Technical’

/

* Assistance Grant Nvas placed in the Fernald site newsletter to ‘_ )

thecommumty A T
); R N~ ) -~ :
Issue pubhc Totices of the avarlabrhty of key/declsron- :

" making documents for rnspectlon and/or pubhc comment

. [NCP 300.415, 430, 435; 300. 815 820; SARA 117; LT

40CFR265 112 (d),OAC3745-66-12(o)] The DOE has 3
publrshed “or will publrsh a pubhc nottce of avarlablhty in

i

e f-_. : - Love
s AN - . -
AR o N .7

e

~

I3

by
commencement of the remedial investigation.

' = ’ .Announcement of public comment periods on key/ o=

RI/FS decision documents and appropnate remg_val

VL . . Ty !.A‘ L ’ B ~\

/\ o

~—-

- several-local newspapers of general crrculatron for the I
followmg events

. . N ‘( / A'_,_A/,'\"

B
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A O e actlons mcludmg each engmeerlng evaluatlon/cost U T o
- ' o \ analysis (EE/CA).: \ ; S {
P - =+ Availability. of the FS/PP for pubhc comment ' o L
. foo T — - including a brief summary of the proposed plan. .~ . . . o
L ST e T Availability of Closure Plans (under RCRA) for pubhc o ] ;-
A oo ' '~ . comment. A public notrce for revised closure plansis ™ 7,0 - I
SR X ._,’ " not normally issued.’ However if the revised plan i s
o, e s fundamentally dlfferent (e g., a change from closure’ to S
o Ty L " o remedlanon), a pubhc notlce of: the revised plan may SR \
AR L - be requested B ’ N '
o Tt ., =1~ Availability of each ROD for publlc 1nspect10n and R N
N an . ,copying prior-to the commencement of any remedral o Y
N N A ‘action. - <~ v - T :
o ’ T " Notice if the remedral actron srgmﬁcantly dlffers from T
R P | 12 remedy selected in the ROD with respect to SCOpe,:: N.© NN L
T /performance or cost. The notice should mclude a . NN A
A _ T & .4 ! description of the dlfferences and. the reasons for the - - 3 "
T A Q dlfferences\ . : ' N T T
o SO . T Notice of a’ proposed .amendmeént touthe ROD ifthe =~ . -7 o
e L T o remed1a1 action fundramentally alters the basic features P

o e e T ' of/the selected remedy with respect to scope, A S
S S ‘ performance and cost. The notice should includea . = "~ %y 7
A ; s brref descnptlon of the proposed amendment co o T e
GO T T e -\/Avallablllty of an.amended ROD.: - ~ s e A
RN SR L e ) Notrceofthe establishrhent ofan information o~ R [P
' o\ — t .  repository‘and-an adrmmstratlve record ﬁle for C o oL
yoo L \removal actions. - \ , oo R T

Ve
\_/

_ ) s N [
o T 2 = - SO S A ‘ L
AN A5

. /- , - T
A o 7 . Conduct pubhc comment penods for decrsron—maklné L
: ' ’ décmnents [SARA 113 117 NCP 300. 415,\430 435]:- The P o
. - 7. .- s . |DOE, will conduct pubhc cominent perlods for a-minimum of . o o
S A 30 days on\the FS/PP for each operable unit, and, as - - ,/ N / \ . |
: o ] approprrate for RCRA closure plans and'removal actions. - -l BCURR

LN - - 7 The public’ comment period: provrdesean opportumty for the - S
o P . public to mﬂuence technical dec1s1ons through the submission P
o "7 _ '~ of written and oral cominents.” The DOE may extend t.he R

~—

r ”.
— P comment periods at the'timely request of concerned cmzens S A N
l ~ -

, 0~ . and members of the public., Public comment perlods must A (! SN\
Y Y ' ~ also be-held on RODs if the remedlal action fundamentally .. .
o e n L f 0 alters the basic features of the selected remedy w1th respect to

) o T \\scope performanceandcost PR S L AN

- | N ~ A\ \ = i (N i ASRY - 1’
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Ve . Required & Supplemental Commiunity Relat/ions Activities , |

.
~

[

\

7/
v

o ) R N L
RN . e y L . \-
. SN - . SN
s 7 N -, J:
during the pt\rbhc comment period, ‘and prepare a meetmg :
: transcnpt for publlc inspection [NCP 300.415, 430, 435;

"SARA 117] Public meetings are held during the publ1c

meetmgs will also be held if there is a.proposéd amendment to
Na ROD which fundamentally ‘alters the basic features of the )
“rselected remedy with respect to scope, performance and cost AN
./~ to,proyide additional opportumty for. public involvement. - ‘
Durrng public: meetmgs time will be set aside for a formal: -

- /public’ hearmg S0, cmzens\and\ interested members of the - ¢ ;

cornmumty can prov1de comments on the proposed act1ons and,

comment period for each operable umt s FS/PP Pablic.* -\

- Provrde opportumty for publlc meetmgs at or near the srte' L -

documents. The _meeting will be recorded and the transcnpt » ‘\ '

will beé- placed in the information repository for public record. -
o Also, NEPA requrres that the DOE conduct at least one publrc A -
scopmg ‘meeting on the proposed envrronmental 1mpact _-_‘ )
* ‘statement (EIS) and at least one pubhc meetmg on the draft o
“EIS. -‘Public meetings and, formal public hearmgs o’ RCRA o
closur]es will also be conducted as needed., S,

T I MRS
Prepare responsrvenes\s summaries to docurnent DOE = ¢ o

A ; _ response to significant comments, criticisms, and Jew d. data o

x"‘ submitted on each FS/PP and ensure the response BN

N 'document accompames the ROD and Is placed in the - R
- administrative record and mformatlon repository [SARA R
113 and 117,, NCP 300.415, 430, 435; 40CFR 265.112(d); - ~ .

OAC8745-66-12(0)] Responsrveness summaries are also
developed for removal actions and closure plans following
~» public- conurfent\ penods ‘where significant comments are,
- received- For closure plans, the responsweness summary shall
" be prepared and. released by the date of approval and are =\ W
. available to the’ publrc in the administrative ‘récord. - This
action riust be’ repeated for ROD if the remedral action ' ..
fundamentally alters the basic features of the remedy selected _.\
m\the ROD wrth respect to scope performance and cost S

N

- )Addrws srgmﬁcant changes before adoptron of final ROD
[NCP 300 430): Before prepanng the record of decrs1on the
. DOE shall analyze the-final selected remedy agamst the/
" alternatives descrlbed in the proposed plan to determine-
‘ whether any s1gmﬁcant changes" have: been ‘made.. If R

- - - ™
, . e

-~ N

- . AR N

N /

w; - o - i K o R
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T, CAppendix B ’ Required. & Supplemental Community /Relations ' Activities
) " ') J' ( [ oo . - - - : - N .l . \
- L _ oo . - e o
. . (N4 : i A
.) - ), ‘ ; y /, \ 5 - -
S " )~ . significant changes have been made, the: DOE shall mclude a Vo v _
! ./;\ ‘\ discussion of/the changes and the reasons *for the changes in . ;
. e " “the ROD. If the DOE determines the changes could not hiave LT LT,
: \ # .7 ~been anticipated by the pubhc the DOE .- shall issue a revised 5 R .
< P . _ proposed plan whrch 1ncludes a d1scussmn of the s1gmﬁcant SN , b
. 7 CT char}lges and reasons This action will require- addmonal Y \ Vs
T (b~ - o opportumtles for pubhc comment on the. revxsed proposed o o, ~
;o v 'Plan ;o 7 I L e T
o . o . o . . AR ‘ '.ﬁ L e 7
A bo- e s Estabhsh and maintain a llst of contacts and interested NUTERY A
v I oL N ,pal'tl%‘ The list should include focal re31dents environmental * TN
o . groups, civic ofganizations; etc. A comprehenswe marlmg lrst _ s
~ s _of commiunity groups, media ‘contacts and mterested oy RS ’
s .. - ' .2 :citizens is available at_ Femald/ : AN Ly e .
. [ S S - . A X -
S .- < f( < - s \_\ \‘ ) ; A 4 \k\ - ®
" ) , RS , Requlred publchnvolvement actlvmes for the RD and ST 5
= L ‘(j RA phase T ( e R N Ty
rory \ o ’, . C e o ‘_\ V= )) ; T N 3 ‘
. ' A s \ f ;o r'Upon completlon of the final engmeermg deﬁgn, prepare a’ ) o
. ;T 7 7 fact sheet describing the remedial design’ [NCP 300.435]: AT T
4. 7w .« 7 Thepublic will be notified of the avallablllty\of the fact sheet PR o
LT ‘..’{ P ST 'through a general»mallmg to all mdrvrduals on the site malhng S - &0
v \}\_ e A~ K I\lst anfl/or by placmg anadina local jnewspaper of general AN N
) O - ~ circulation:announcing avallabllrty of the fact sheet. 'A copy . e /
N 2°h -7 of the fact sheet-will be included in the Fernald Admrmstratlve ; Oy c J
Y ! - Record and Informatron Repos1tory ‘,” R } o b .
AR Lo s , - A
Ul b } . v 2 Provrde a public bnef'mg upon completron of the f'mal ‘/\. o ' g N
B L, - ~ engmeermg design and pnor ‘to the beginning 'of the e PN
SR b ./ _remedial action INCP 300. 435]: The briefing should provrde oo ///’ NN
e T . - rthe community" with information on ‘construction schedules, ® .- ’ R
Ll A IS -traffic pattern changes locatrons of monitors, and other i 1ssues TR DR
2RI 1. of public interest. ‘ Vo Yoo WA . NAN
R R T BN o > IR
oo N Potentlal SUppIementaI Public Involvement Actnhtnes for. <Y
: - the Fernald S|te o RN - A T
S S I - > < /
YA \ N : ST ) - PR /N ) ] { B
- N~ T \'{ The followmg supplemental public mvolvement ‘programs.for- the ' o N
YA "' remaining RI/FS\phase, RD and RA, and‘operatron and . R s
. g , , maintenance phases ofcleanup o ST real .\\“/ SR o
7 , - .;v [ /\ ) o W\_;;f \' . Y ,;..\’ 2 Al{ . o : . - \
< y‘ — : - — — - - = N
: . . — T N
ST . e DS . =
v B6° e ,;“ GO@GJa ‘.o PL3045.REV. 4, Communily Relations Plan -~ - .
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SN Appendix B =N _ Required & Supplemental Community Relations Activjties: - .
\ Y -y . \)‘ ~ \ . . ‘ -y - o B . . , ‘ . 'A -,
\b , ~ T A ) . . } i o - , e S -‘\ — N (..‘ i - ‘.) \y .
- p R AN : - = : ~
B K . Y . [ ‘. . = s
U S ; Public meetmgs (mcludmg commumty meetmgs SNy,
ST - A co ,roundtables and workshops) In response to cornmumty
> SRR W CRESIP :input, thé- "DOE _has: adopted a strategy of trying to hold-one - -
- /) N - p gy Tymg \ R
T RN meetmg per month on global, s1te-w1de issues; with the /| - . X . (
- I -t -7 exception of those meetings required by regulation. and/or.. . ~ . )
s S P gs req y regu N
> ooy _ () guldance However this is not an[mﬂemble standard; the. . A ,
T .t 'y .number of meetings will be fnanaged to achieve- project. =
- ST, - specific; objectlves as coordinated between DOE,; FERM?O A o
L N S A -EPA, OEPA, 'and stakeholders The strategy only applies'to- y
N . e T2 ey T meetings conducted by DOE and FERMCO.. Meetings called o
, | CooTT g Y. g L
N [ S B by the Fernald ‘Citizens Task Force, FRESH,; local- townshlps . o -
R R o EPA and OEPA are not/affected/b the’ stratesy. - el
. , T R oY gy . ) RPN
A S AU SN IR e R
NS e S ‘The format for the\meetmgs will vary, dependmg on toplc and f- e
Ao . e A . A N _
’ ¢ . \\ N S audlence Break-out sess1ons will continue to be offered’as an N ,
N . / o, ’q effectlve method of two—way commumcatlon e -
- : L0 S : A ,\ . /r' . . E 0 .»}Q»
. Va T R \- v - e ‘
~ Ce s Conduct Avaﬂablhty Sessrons. Avallablt(lty sessrons are ‘/ _ /'“j/\-"' L
T 7 o ';'\j . ) ‘informal, in-depth discussions_between a-Citizen, or small > R S
T e T e Tou of cmzens and a Fernald techmcal emplo eg ‘or EPA or~ o
SRV et o group , ploy , A
C TR ! 1‘\ ' . OEPA: ofﬁcxal ona pamcular topic of interest. Thei‘ T e
R — A - discassions usually involve a leyel.of detail suitable to the U
ST R s A partrcular cltlzen or group and are dlrected by the hne of -~ .
L o i PR K [ e . NG Ny \ -
SN e guestlomng I /\\ - S S ENE A
. O e A A Joe e SN
K - Sl o T 10'_‘:{- Femald Crtlzens Task Force. A s:te-spec1ﬁc advxsory board\ B
L 2y A SV D ~"formed. by DOE, EPA and OEPA to help/develop consensus R
R . o ST -”} about future courses of action Tegardin use: of] the Fernald s1te/ R S
a T . Yo . : g g - -
AT ST e ‘after cleanup, ‘cleanup obJectlves and waste dlsposal options, .~ . (. .
= S ey v/"(_/\} + - The untlal charter“of the Fernald Citizens Task Force is for’ oo A
» T P SRR three years begmmng in* August 1993.- - o o
. S N : y /1 a N !','\ VN IR
) - 1, ) . . B L - Lo ’
T, s Y e Envoy Program To encourage person—to-person b o
Ve T e Ty, .’\..'\ ; communication between Fernald personnel and community /:‘ SN
' — = v leaders the DOE~estabhshed the Fernald Envoy Program. ".. - . -
N Lo v .’:»\ ! The Envoy Program'is de31gned to strengthen community N
, B " inivolvement through new and/or established personal - .,\‘ L
'“.\" SN 1 : relatlonshlps betw/een Fernald personnel and key pubhc _ ;. -
N A ¢ .7~ = opinion leaders S SN N T L
/ P :
- T : oy o i T ‘-),\ - L I T
y i e l\ kS —~ R ~ . ‘\’ . , &\
. - '/ s - 7./ ~ . /'.\ -~ . . B 7 . \\ ,\} \/ /"i ! _ ‘
- /’ p , N { / ) . o ) o . \
L — <, - ~,"' ,/-\_ 1 ~N ., '
-~ i ,\ - . i — = - ) — - - ~—
/' . / . .4 \%\ . L / c \'.-' - . Y ' o BRI :
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