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Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center
P. 0. Box 1156, Boulder, CO 80306 USA (303)444-6981 FAX (303)444-6523

July 17, 1997
Mr. John Rampe
DOE Rocky Flats, Bldg. 460
P. 0. Box 928
Golden, CO 80402-0928

Dear John:

Thank you for yaur letter of July 9, 1997, responding to mine of Junc 6. Some of what you say we have
previously covered, notably, the request that 1 send queries meant for Bruce Honeyman of the Actinide
Migration Panel through you or Chris Dayton rather than directly to Hloneyman. As [ told you earlier, l am
happy to comply. It docsn't please me, however, that Mr. Jloncyman may be allowed to duck his responsibility
1o be forthcoming when he has been careless or untruthful in preseating information to the public.

In a March 31, 1997, public presentation Mr. lloncyman stated: “All evidence suggests that 1 to 10
microcuries of Pu was transported from the 903 Pad hillside areu to Pond C-2 in fate spring 1995, not ca. 0.5
curie as has been suggested by Litaor.” This statement is full of problems. First, Honeyman's own estimate,
as he admitted on March 31, was based not on sumples taken in the field but on running numbers through a
standardized computer program. Thus, he dide't reslly consider “all evidence." And his usc of u
standardized program is no way to test a hypothesis about plutonium migration that calls into question
standardized approaches. Also, contrary to what he implicd, Liwor claimed only that plutonium moved in the
May 1995 rains, not that {t moved all the way (rom the 903 Pud hillside 1o the C-2 holding pond.

The heart of Honeyman's argument was the contrast he made between his and Litaor's estimates of the
mugnitude of plutonium migration, and it was only on this issue that | [ater sought clarification. | knew that
Litaor had estimated the umount of plutonium mobilized in the May 1995 ruins as between 10 microcuties (10
milllonths of a curic) and half-u-curic. There thus was a serlous discrepancy between what Litaor was known
to have said and what Honeyman alleged that he said. Fither Honeyman misrepresented Litaor, or Litaor said
different things at different times. ‘1o get clear on this point, on April 9, 1997, as you know, | wrote Mr.
Honeyman asking if he could document his assertion that Litaor suid "ca. (0.5 curie” of plutonium was
mobilized in the May 1995 rains ut Rocky Flats. As you also kaow, he and | had a follow-up telephone
conversation about this matter. l'rom what he then said tt seemed clear that he couldn’t document his
assertian nor could he demonstrate thut Litor had said different things at different times. Your July 9 letter
provides no new information but simply confirms this. What your letter doesn't do is explain why Mr.
Honeymun was so careless und perhaps knowingly untruthful in what he said in a public mecting on 4 matter
of grave concern to citizens of the urea. How does he expect to gain the trust of people? Can we rely on the
Actinide Migration Panel to uncaver the truth about migration of plutonium in the soil gt Rocky Flats?

an‘r sigcerely,
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