FROM SWORDS TO PLOWSHARES

APPENDIX A: SUMMARY OF PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT PROCESS

The Industrial Area Transition Task Force solicited public comment during two comment periods. The
first comment period coincided with the release of the Task Force’s preliminary findings and was open
from February 17 to April 3, 1998. During this comment period, over one thousand newsletters were
distributed locally, local governments were individually briefed, and the Task Force held a public open
house. The second public comment period immediately followed the release of the public comment draft of
the final Task Force report “From Swords to Plowshares” and extended from July 7 to August 21, 1998.

Comment was received in four forms: mailed letters, phoned comments, e-mail comments, and through an
online internet discussion group. Commentary was also culled from newspaper letters-to-editors and
editorials. Local governments and citizens groups provided stated positions through official resolutions or
recommendations. :

Summary of Public Comment

Public comments are summarized below. No effort was made to obtain a statistically valid sampling of the
local populace, and the results should be interpreted with that fact in mind. Responses from from seventy
citizens, regardless of the form of transmission, were tallied. The following table provides a summary of
recurring themes in the public comment, and the number of times that they were mentioned.

Industrial Area reused as open space 32
Industrial Area redeveloped for industrial use 4
Industrial Area redeveloped for other use 3

Buffer Zone as open space with I.A. redevelopment 3

Buffer Zone as open space with [.A. as open space 26
Form community entity to advocate for reuse 3

Preserve community options for reuse 2

Reuse site as open space (I.A. not specified) 24
Reuse site as restricted access open space

Allow new utilities on site 1

No new utilities on site 23
Miniature aircraft airport in Buffer Zone 5

For greater detail, please review the expanded Public Comment Appendix in the full “From Swords to
Plowshares” report, available at the Rocky Flats Reading Room, (303) 469-4435.

Open House Straw Poll

A straw poll was taken during the Task Force Open House on March 25, 1998. The poll was meant to
give a rough idea of public sentiment and is not statistically valid. The results of the straw poll are outlined
below. For definitions of the concepts, refer to the “From Swords to Plowshares” report.

Implementation Strategies

Aggressive Reuse: 2 support, 8 against.

Preserving Options: 8 support, 2 need more information, 1 against.
Hands-off: 6 support, 3 against.



REUSE OF THE ROCKY FLATS INDUSTRIAL AREA

Reuse Scenarios

Industrial Redevelopment: 1 support, 1 neutral, 1 need more info, 9 against.
University/Lab R&D Center: 5 support, 2 neutral, 2 need more info, 1 against.
Cold War Museum: 1 support, 2 neutral, 2 need more info, 6 against.
Eco-Industrial Park: 2 support, 5 need more info, 3 against.

Single Tenant “Jewel” User: 2 support, 9 against.

Open Space: 11 support, 2 against.

Local Goverments/Citizens Groups Actions

The following local governments and citizens groups prepared resolutions or recommendations related to
the Rocky Flats Industrial Area Transition Project. Resolution/recommendation numbers and/or dates are
provided.

Metro Mayors Caucus - Resolution dated 2/7/98.

City of Westminster - Resolution No. 13 dated 2/23/98.

City of Arvada - Resolution No. R98-062 dated 3/2/98.

PLAN-Boulder - Recommendation dated 4/7/98.

City of Golden - Resolution No. 894 dated 4/23/98.

Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board - Recommendation dated 6/5/98.

Coal Creek Canyon Improvement Association - Recommendation dated 8/21/98.
City of Boulder - Recommendation dated 8/21/98.

Complete documentation of Industrial Area Transition public comment, local government and citizens
group actions, and media coverage follows this summary.




FROM SWORDS TO PLOWSHARES

APPENDIX B: LIST OF INFORMATIONAL INTERVIEWS

Name Affiliation

Charlie McKay Church Ranch Corporation

Howard Lacy Jefferson Center Associates

Bruce Nickerson Jefferson Center Associates

Tom Marshall Rocky Mountain Peace & Justice Center
LeRoy Moore Rocky Mountain Peace & Justice Center
Eugene DeMayo Sierra Club

Ralph Peterson CH2M Hill

Robinson Lapp Coal Creek Canyon Fire Protection District
Steve Tarlton Colorado Dept. of Public Health and Environ.
Stanton LaBreche Jefferson County Open Space

Brent Temmer Colorado Environmental Business Alliance
Matt Jones City of Boulder Open Space

Craig Kocian Arvada City Manager

Maria VanderKolk Arvada City Manager’s Office

Hank Stovall Broomfield City Council

Ame Carlson City of Broomfield Planning Dept.

Ken Foelske Jefferson County Open Space

Bob Lieneman City of Westminster Open Space

Lynn Wodell City of Westminster Open Space

Carolyn Holmberg Boulder County Open Space

Carl Block Professor of Biology, Univ. of Colorado
Kevin Standbridge . City of Broomfield Planning Dept.

Kathy Schnoor City of Broomfield Rocky Flats Liaison
Larry Hulse City of Westminster Planning Dept.

David Shinneman City of Westminster Planning Dept.

Mary Harlow City of Westminster Rocky Flats Coordinator
Richard Tumner Jefferson County Planning Dept.

Ron Culbertson City of Arvada Public Works Dept.

Chuck Smith Denver Water Dept.

Jim Sullivan City of Arvada Utilities Dept.

Jim McCarthy . City of Arvada Utilities Dept.

Ron Hellbush City of Westminster Utilities Dept.

Cheryl Drake-Holzhauer City of Arvada Planning Dept.




REUSE OF THE ROCKY FLATS INDUSTRIAL AREA

APPENDIX C: LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS GROUPS BRIEFINGS

Arvada City Council

Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board

Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board Sitewide Issues Committee
Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board D&D Committee
Broomfield City Council

Northglenn City Council

PLAN Boulder

Lakewood City Council

Boulder County Commission

Jefferson Economic Council

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative Board of Directors
Westminster Issues Forum

Northwest Metro Chamber of Commerce

Boulder City Council

Golden City Council

Jefferson County Commission

Jefferson County Open Space Department

Town Board of Superior

Lafayette City Council




FROM SWORDS TO PLOWSHARES

APPENDD’ D: FUTURE SITE USE WORKING GROUP PARTICIPANTS

Name Affiliation

Stuart Asay City of Westminster, Council Member
Luanne Auble Northwest Metro Chamber of Commerce
Bill Berens City of Broomfield, Council Member
Mark Bosche City of Superior, Board of Trustees

Tom Brunner City of Broomfield, Council Member
Joanne Conte City of Arvada, Council Member

Shelley Cook City of Arvada, Council Member

Eugene DeMayo Sierra Club

Don Dunshee Jefferson Economic Council

Ken Fellman City of Arvada, Council Member

Jerry Harden United Steelworker’s Union, Pres., Local 8031
Emily Holiday Westminster Neighborhood Association
Tim Honey City of Boulder, City Manager :
Larry Hulse City of Westminster, Director of Planning
Michael Kortendick Jefferson County Planning Dept.

Gary Laura Jefferson County, Commissioner

Charlie McKay Church Ranch Corporation

LeRoy Moore Rocky Mountain Peace & Justice Center
Richard Myers Western Aggregates, Consultant Representative
David Navarro United Steelworker’s Union Rocky Flats
Homer Page Boulder County, Commissioner

John Shepherd Physicians for Social Responsibility
Susan Spence City of Superior, Board of Trustees

Chet Tchozewski Environmental Interests Representative
David Wilson Rocky Mountain Peace & Justice Center
Jean Woodis Adjacent Landowner, Arvada Citizen
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PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT REPORTS




PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT REPORT
Arv i i

DeAnne briefed the Arvada City Council during a regular council session. Will Neff
observed. Following the presentation, Councilmember and Task Force member Bob
Dyer recommended that the City of Arvada continue to support the Future Site Use
Working Group’s conclusions. In addition, he expressed interest in keeping options
open for future reuse of the industrial area and examining public opinion regarding
reuse. He encouraged the council to continue to support cleanup as the highest priority
at the site, and stated that communities must stay united on site reuse or cleanup
standards could be decreased in the industrial area. Following Bob Dyer’s remarks, the
council agreed to issue a resolution, which was read by Lorraine Anderson.
Councilmember Ken Fellman, a participant in the Future Site Use Working Group,
recounted that all of the communities adjacent to Rocky Flats were represented in the
FSUWG, and they all supported the group’s recommendations. His concern, he
continued, was that one of these cities had now chosen to disregard portions of the
FSUWG recommendations, a decision that could undermine the work of the FSUWG
and lead to lower cleanup standards.

itizens Advi Board Meeting, March 5,1
Will Neff delivered a presentation to the Citizens Advisory Board during their monthly
meeting. Please refer to the attached document “Notes Regarding Infrastructure
Transition Task Force Draft Report” for an overview.

Citizens Advisory Board Sitewide Issues Committee, March 9, 1998
DeAnne Butterfield made a short presentation to the committee. Discussion that

followed centered on fear that cleanup activities in the industrial area would not
adequately result in acceptable risk reduction and that access and activities should be
restricted. A recommendation was proposed by Tom Marshall, CAB chair and accepted
without much further discussion. This recommendation was forwarded to the CAB
D&D Committee.

Broomfield City Council, March 10, 1998

DeAnne briefed the Broomfield council at a regular meeting about the Task Force
activities. Due to time, discussion was limited. They plan a subsequent work session
March 17. Comments included appreciation for the work of the task force and RFLII
and one comment that future uses at the site not contribute to sprawl.

Bo rd, Kaiser-Hill Presiden rch11,1

DeAnne met with Bob Card to brief him about the work of the Task Force. He agreed to
designate a senior policy planner from Kaiser-Hill to work with the Task Force. He is
very open to knowing what "the community"” wants. He urged us to develop as specific
recommendations as possible in the next year before cleanup activities take off. He was
interested to know if the Task Force was looking beyond the site boundaries to try to
craft a future vision that would have regional context. He supports our meeting with
infrastructure planners to explore joint projects. I told him about the retisence of some
to discuss moving development off the site if that would result in less stringent cleanup.
To my surprise he said he would explore the implications and let us know if it would be
possible to commit to industrial cleanup standards for the industrial area even if the




future use there is open space. He was also very interested in progress on discussions
of an implementation entity which he considers would be valuable. He suggested we
keep the Congressional delegation informed of our deliberations.

hgl i nci rch 12
Will presented the Task Force process and preliminary findings to the Northglenn City
Council. Following the presentation, one councilmember stated that the City of
Westminster had supported open space reuse in the industrial area due to the perceived
threat to downstream water supplies from redevelopment. He pointed out that this
perceived threat would also apply to the City of Northglenn’s water supply.

PLAN Boulder, March 13,1998
DeAnne made a presentation to the membership of PLAN Boulder, a land use planning

advocacy group. The group included several scientists who had questions about data.
The general comments and questions included agreement with the goal of the Future
Site Use Working Group that, beyond cleanup necessary for protection of health, care be
taken to protect the natural resources. This group cares about the praire grasses. They
were enamored with the concept of transfering development to another location, and
were not hostile toward the goal of "economic benefit." They demonstrated little
confidence in DOE and asked about mechanisms to lock in agreements. In discussion of
implementation strategies, they suggested that advocacy for improved cleanup
technologies be part of the mission. LeRoy Moore from the Rocky Mountain Peace and
Justice Center and a member of the Future Site Use Working Group, attended and
expressed his opinion that use of the site be restricted until such time as cleanup to
background levels occurs.

itizens Advi Boar i March
Will Neff and DeAnne Butterfield attended the committee meeting, the second CAB
committee to consider the Task Force report. Since Will had made a presentation to
their full board earlier, we were there only as a resource. They discussed how their
recommendation that the site be cleaned to background levels of radiation should relate
to reuse. I asked that they elaborate on the call for "limited access open space” so we
could better understand their objectives. They were clear in their support for the
"preserve options" implementation strategy. A copy is attached of the draft
recommendation. CAB staff is refining it for presentation to their full board for
consideration April 2.

kew i ncil 16,1
DeAnne Butterfield met with the city council and city manager plus senior staff at a
study session. The Task Force presentation was preceded by a presentation from Bob
Card (Kaiser-Hill) and Keith Kline (DOE) about cleanup plans. The Council is
interested in safety of cleanup in terms of envirornmental releases and the possible
routing of TRU waste along I-70. They will likely take a tour of the site later this spring.
They asked that we keep in touch with their economic development staff about the
progress of the Task Force. I do not expect futher comments from Lakewood.




Boulder County Commissioners, March 19, 1998

DeAnne made the Task Force presentation to the commissioners. It was followed by
lengthy discussion. Homer Page, former county commissioner and member of the
Future Site Use Working Group, and RFLII board member Carolyn Dulchinos also
attended. The commissioners expressed concern that since the industrial area is
surrounded by open space and not contiguous to other employment centers, future use
of the industrial area not contribute to urban sprawl nor create additional transportation
demands. The office/industrial scenario was worrisome in this regard. They are aware
of the regulatory ambiguity about cleanup standards if open space for the industrial
area is selected today, and acknowledge the tradeoffs made within the Future Site Use
Working Group that resulted in a recommendation of open space for 6100 acres.
Preservation of the buffer zone open space is a high priority. They hope the FSUWG
recommendation to preserve the majority of the buffer zone as open space can be more
formally locked in soon. They had questions about the mining plans and reclamation.
They expressed concern that care be taken with all future uses (including mining) to not
- contribute to water migration of contaminants. They expressed strong agreement that
the future of the Rocky Flats site should continue to be discussed in a regional forum. A
member of the audience inquired about whether adequate surveys have been
conducted regarding past Native American uses of the site and whether there are any "
areas significant to tribes.

Jefferson Economic Council, March 20, 1998
DeAnne made the Task Force presentation. Sam Dixion, Bob Dyer, and Luanne

Williams were also in attendance. The JEC did not make a formal recommendation.
Some individuals expressed opinions, summarized below. Who is considered "the
community" and how will a determination be made about what "the community"
wants? Former Rocky Flats workers would be honored to contribute to a museum or
archive and should be interviewed soon (many are getting old). "Preserving Options"
strategy makes sense not only because of uncertainties about site cleanup, but also
because other large sites such as Lowry, Stapleton, Fitzsimmons (federal) plus US 36
Corridor and Jefferson Center are all vying for redevelopment—Rocky Flats can wait.
Rocky Flats is a regional asset and should be used for something special. Rocky Flats'
4,000-person payroll is significant to Jefferson County's economy.




RFLI Board of Directors, March 26, 1998

Comments: Add language to the assumption about deanup levels that we assume
cleanup will be done to standards suitable for industrial development, even if open
space is chosen as the land use. There needs to be a better job of communicating the
give-and-take dynamic of the Future Site Use Working Group's recommendations.
Input from the Task Force to the RFLII Board about implementation strategies will be
very helpful for the RFLII April 23 retreat when the board discusses RFLII succession.

Westminster Issues F M hambe h 27

DeAnne made a presentation, with lengthy discussion following. Future Site Use
Working Group members Luanne Williams, Charlie McKay (landowner) and Larry
Hulse (Westminster) were in attendance as was Mayor Nancy Heil of Westminster and
three Congressional candidates. At the request of a participant, the group of 45 took a
straw poll on the Task Force future use options. None got more than 7 votes. One
person said, "we don't want a Rocky Mountain Arsenal” that sounds pristine as a
wildlife refuge but in fact is just a large landfill with contamination buried on the site.
Another participant said it is not logical to say we want the site cleaned up to the
highest levels and then say it will probably be too contaminated to use. One comment
was to keep the site in public ownership for research purposes. Several participants
were interested in safety improvements for Highway 93 and Indiana. Mayor Heil spoke
and said she recognizes there is a need for more information as cleanup proceeds, but
until there is enough information it should stay open space. "It's fine to wait for the
jewel, but I'm not confident there won't be surprises (undetected contamination). Just
don't build on it in the meantime until we have enough information." John Swartout
from Senator Allard's office responded that it is vital that the community come together
with a strategy now while the funding is available. Otherwise, events will overtake the
dialog and decisions will be made in Washington. Also, at this event, City Manager Bill
Christopher suggested that RFLII work with area local governments to conduct a public

opinion survey on Rocky Flats reuse.

Boulder City Council, March 31, 1998

DeAnne made a presentation at a regular council meeting. Members had previously
received the full information packet. Issues raised by council members: What is DOE
or the National Park Service doing to preserve the historical artifacts? Be sure the
assumptions about risks to future office workers include up-to-date patterns of how
people work such as staying longer hours. The future uses shouldn't depend on the
level of cleanup; we should decide on acceptable levels of residual contamination first.
It is important to preserve the buffer zone as open space; how can this be locked in?
How will DOE retain long term responsibility for contamination at the site? How will
future owners be chosen? Don'tjust let DOE decide. Pay attention to the groundwater
pathways for contamination to get into surface water. Concern about surface water
contamination exceeding the limits and Kaiser-Hill not knowing the source. Will soil
disturbances from cleanup and from any future construction result in spreading
contamination? Concern with long term maintenance and reliability of caps over
thousands of years. The natural resources such as prairie grasses are valuable and must

be preserved.




lden Ci uncil, April 2,1
Steve Tarlton and Chuck Baroch made the presentation at a council study session.
Council members had received and read the information packet. There was not a lot of
discussion, but the council appreciated the update. One commented that the buildings
were certainly not worth keeping beyond 2010 and that it would be better to start with a
clean slate. Members of the audience were attentive and most took copies of the Task

Force brochure.

~ Citizens Advisory Board, April 2, 1998
The regular monthly meeting of the CAB was canceled due to snow. The next meeting

is May 7. They may try to approve comments to the Task Force via a fax vote.




PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT REPORT ‘
May 6, 1998

DeAnne talked to Tom Marshall of the Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center. His
major concerns are that actions are not taken—either by a reuse authority or by ceanup—
that would preclude or make too difficult future cleanup when technology improves.
He believes a good interim use for the Industrial Area would be "wait for the Jewel"
with a very long anticipated wait. In the meantime, research could be conducted on
contamination and remediation. He also disagrees with the regulators that the site will
be safe for hikers and researchers after the current cleanup. He wants access to be
restricted until it is cleaned up further in the future, and for DOE to enhance its
technology development program. He also supports the "preserve the options"
implementation strategy because it is important for the community to have a vehicle
other than DOE for involvement and as a way to get information. A coordinated entity
should also be charged with negotiating with DOE regarding long term stewardship.

Chet Tchozewski from the Future Site Use Working Group called DeAnne in response
to the letter sent to all FSUWG members about the work of the Task Force. He believes
that the FSUWG demonstrates that public involvement in future use decisions is a
"hoax" because DOE did not accept recommendations on eventual cleanup to
background levels and to purchase mineral rights. He said activists made a decision to
not participate in the Industrial Area Reuse Task Force because they believe they "can
be more effective on the outside than to trust a process that will be disregarded.” He
said one lesson from the FSUWG experience is to make arrangements for
recommendations to be revisited when assumptions change: some entity needs to be .
charged with being keeper of the recommendations so they don't get ignored just
because conditions change. He cautioned that we should not make the assumption that
if the community can come together and make compromises in order to reach
consensus that "DOE will have to listen”, because consensus recommendations don't
seem to carry any more weight than individual ones, so the conclusion is “why

compromise?”.

Rocky Mountain Arsenal. DeAnne, Will and David Cooper of PBS] met with Laura
Williams of EPA about the Rocky Mountain Arsenal. The Arsenal is 27 square miles,
with a 14-year $2 billion deanup. The cleanup strategy there is to build a large landfill
for disposal of most of the contaminated soil, and for Basin A to put a cap over a large
mound of debris (like rolling hills). Following cleanup, the US Fish and Wildlife Service
will take over the portions of the land that aren't under caps. The Department of
Defense will continue to own and maintain the capped areas. There is still a debate
about how to restrict access to the capped areas from users of the refuge—the USFW
Service wants to have rules and issue tickets while the EPA wants affirmative controls.
The Record of Decision (final cleanup certification) will require review every five years
into the long term to assure continued protection of public health and the environment.
In response to our questions about caps, Williams said there is only a short (25 year)
history. For a while, plastic liners were required with an assumed life of 250 years but
these proved unreliable. Today, more natural materials such as rock and soil are used

and the design life is 25-30 years. After that, the caps will probably be replaced. '




Bruce DeBoskey. DeBoskey is a trial lawyer in a class action lawsuit filed in 1990
against Rockwell and Dow. The suit asks for compensation for landowners around
Rocky Flats for diminished property values due to environmental violations and for
establishment of a medical monitoring program for people living near Rocky Flats.
DOE has spent nearly $100 million preparing to defend the suit. The suit will go to trial

this summer.

Jefferson County Commission. DeAnne met with the JeffCo Commissioners on April 8.
They asked questions about adequate cleanup funding, preservation of the open space,
and safe transportation of waste. They did not have a position on the options or

strategies.

Jefferson County Open Space Department. DeAnne met with Ken Foelske of the JeffCo

Open Space Department on April 8. JeffCo is active in a five~county Mountain
Backdrop project. Great Outdoors Colorado provided $50,000 for an initial study. The
second phase is now underway to identify parcels. Some of these are west of Highway
93. Acquisition is not the only strategy. Easements, transfer of densities, and other
cooperative methods are used to protect view corridors. The County is also interested
in completion of its Trails 2000 project linking open space to that in other jurisdictions.
In response to a question, he said the operation and maintenance for passive open space
is about $200 - $300 per acre. _

Kaiser-Hill Facilities Planning. DeAnne met with Steve Hanson and Scott Seiler on
April 14. They are planning for facilities and infrastructure utilization and phasing.
There are no plans yet for providing infrastructure in the later stages of D&D. They are
seriously looking at leasing space nearby offsite for office workers to save money and
make the D&D go smoother. There will be a go-no-go decision in June by Kaiser-Hill as
to whether to issue a solicitation. They noted that 75% of work-related accidents at the
site happen to office workers and per capita costs are high because of security and
emergency planning which would not be required for off site locations. They are also
analyzing the phasing of building demolition. Their zones are nearly identical to those
identified by the Task Force. There may be changes in the dates for D&D based on this
analysis so that adjacent buildings are demolished at the same time, and infrastructure
can be better managed. Potential changes are that Buildings 130-131 and 460 would be
utilized (and thus maintained) longer, probably to the end of the project in 2009.
Infrastructure planning will occur in conjunction with these analyses. They agreed that
from their point of view (for what it is worth!) any new waste or plutonium storage
should be located further east than now planned. They also agreed to work with the
appropriate entity in the community as plans are made for infrastructure in case there

are potential joint projects that make sense.

Stewardship. John Rampe, Sam Dixion and DeAnne attended a DOE meeting about
long term stewardship on April 16 and 17. I won't give a full report here, but the
relevant ideas included that long term monitoring and maintenance, while the legal and
financial responsibility of DOE, are best implemented at the local level. A number of
studies are underway about various aspects of the issue and there will be several
written reports by this fall. A citizens group in Oak Ridge documented how easily signs
that were posted less than ten years ago to prohibit fishing in a contaminated stream
were damaged, moved or removed. Many in the group believe the cleanup should not




be considered complete by regulators until there is a stewardship plan negotiated with

the locals, with funding and agreements in place. The EPA will be looking at this issue
as well in the next year.

Mining. DeAnne met with Jerry Glynn of Western Aggregates/TXI. He said they
would be mining in the current location ("Spicer”) for two to three more years and then
begin moving south into the new areas ("McKay"). Texas Industries purchased the
company in December 1997 and hope to increase production from 200,000 yards per
year in 1996 to 500,000 by the year 2000. The market for sand and gravel is very
localized and depends on public works projects. They will make available the
reclamation plan, but it is the standard plan required by the Mined Land Reclamation
Board. We discussed the value of working with the community and the overseer of the
site to assure compatibility of reclamation with future use. He concurred.

ior. DeAnne met with the newly-elected Town Board of Superior on April 13.
Mayor Susan Spence has been receiving Task Force packets but has been unable to
attend meetings. The board members asked questions about plutonium and TRU waste
disposition. They were interested in what plans are to preserve the buffer zone as open
space. They do not have a position based on the options. They support the "preserve
the options” implementation scenario and want to be a part of a new entity. They plan
to issue comments after the Task Force makes recommendations.

DOE Budget. This is the middle of Congressional budget talks. There is some talk of
transferring responsibility for Rocky Flats, Fernald and Mound (both in Ohio) from
DOE to the Army Corps of Engineers. There is also a major push in the House to
reduce funding for DOE cleanups in order to put more money into weapons
procurement at DOD. If Rocky Flats gets cut again this year, many believe the entire
2010 Plan would be in jeopardy and would have to be re-thought. For your info,
Congressman Joel Hefley serves on the authorizing committee, House National

Security.

Lafayette. Will briefed the Lafayette City Council on April 11. Following the briefing,
one council member asked whether the Task Force had discussed the Front Range
Mountain Backdrop effort and DRCOG growth limits during their reuse discussions.
Will responded that the Task Force was aware of the FRMB activities and DRCOG plan.
‘The council also asked whether it was expected to take action in response to Task Force
activities. Will answered that some cities had chosen to make proactive statements or
resolutions, while others were waiting until the Task Force recommendations were

completed.
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RESOLUTION

The Department of Energy (DOE) and Kaiser-Hill, LLC have developed a plan that
could result in cleanup of the Rocky Flats Envircomentnl Technology Site being
compieted by the year 2010 if certain conditions are met; and

“The Secretary of Enargy has pledged support fur the role of citizens and lecal

government officials near DOE ficilities 10 participate in the policies and plans that
affect them; and

The Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative was farmed by affected local governments
and designated by DOE to serve as the Community Reuse Organization to help
mitigate the economic and social impacts resulting from the changes at Rocky Flats
and to help plan for its future; acd

It is the residents and local governments who il inherit the environ-mexatl and
economic impacts of the site following this interim cleanup.

Now Therefore, Be It Resolved by the Metro Mayors Caucu::

The Metro Mayors Caucus (Caucus) applauds ¢fforts of DOE, Kaiser-Hill, LLC, and *
the Congress to accelerate the safe cleanup and closure of Rocky Flats; and

The Caucus insists an the continued participation by citizans and local government
officials in federal decisions made today that will affect them in the future; and

The Caucus urges DOE to commit to joint planning efforts such as the National
Conversion Pilot Project and Future Site Use Working Group in the future so that
these processes provide a venue for negotiation and both DOE end the community
have clearer expectations and responsibilities for implementation of the decisions; and

The Caucus stresses that DOE recognize the importance that the Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site has had as an economic contributor to the Denver
metropolitan area for more than 45 years, with a current annual budget of over §650
miilion and a workforce that exceeds 4,000; and

The Caucus encourages DOE to continue working and communicating with the
community, about long term stewardship of the site following cleanup. This will
generate mutual understanding of the roles and responsibilitles for management of its

. natural resources and contaminated areas following completion of the interim cleanup.

Adopted by the Metro Mayors Caucus

;/ZP
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Chair

Morton

Date




RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION NO. )3 - INTRODUCED BY COUNCILLORS
SERIES OF 1998 . Dixson = &n i

-

WHEREAS, the City of Westmmster part1c1pated in the former Future Site Use
Workmg Group as a stakeholder representing local governments concerning future use
planmng at the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site; and ,

WI-IEREAS, the purpose of the Future Site.Use Working Group  was to develop
long-term future use options for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site -
(Site), which the United States Department of. Energy, United States Environmental
Protection Agency, and the Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
would use for the long-term future Site use as input into their cleanup decisions’ at
the Site; and ‘

WHEREAS, the Westminster City Council resolved by Resolution- No. - 7,
February 13, 1995 that: .

1) . The. entire RFETS could be come a nationally recogmzed preservation,
environmental technology, ‘and interpretive center reflecting the history of .
Rocky Flats and the Site's umque ecological systems;

2) . The core area -of the Site be cleaned up and used for environmental

technologies, _
3) The undeveloped areas around the plant would be preserved ‘as open space.

4) Recommended that highly contaminated areas be cleaned and rehabilitated as
open space with limited access and the northwest corner of the Site continue
to be used for wind research and other environmental technology and no other
commercial development or mining activity would be allowed on the Site.

'5)  Requested any possible W470/Northwest Parkway alignment designation be

along the south border of the property (96th Avenue) for a connection with
100th Avenue-in the City of Westminster. .

6) Recommended that no work on the Parkway construction begin until diversion
facilities to prevent runoff from reaching Standley Lake are operational and
proper steps are taken to protect Standley Lake from airborne pollution, due
to construction activities. _

WHEREAS, the 1995 Resolution was approved prior to adoption of the Rocky
Flats Cleanup Agreement and the United States Department of Energy s development
of an accelerated cleanup and closure plan for the Site: and ~

WHEREAS, the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative convened a Facility and
Infrastructure Reuse Task Force in July of 1997, to determine the possibility of
reusing 8 buildings located within the 350-acre southwest corner of the industrial
area; and

WHEREAS, cleanup and closure of the Site is scheduled to occur sometime
between the years 2010 and 2015. The United States Department of Energy has
indicated it will not maintain these buildings, nor provide infrastructure for them;
therefore, reuse of the buildings is not deemed feasible from a strictly market
viability and economic viewpoint; and




. - WHEREAS, the scope of work and title of the task force has been upgraded to
Industrial Area Transition Task Force with a purpose of developing a "Preferred
Plan" for the future use of the Industrial Area. Recent work of the Industrial Area
Task Force indicates support for an expanded use of some of the buildings by running
new utilities from an off-Site provider and thereby increasing the likelihood of future

development; and

WHEREAS, previous assumptions on the extent of Site cleanup and removal of
radioactive and hazardous waste and material contamination above and below ground
prior .to both the cleanup agreement and closure plan are no longer valid. The
Accelerated Site Cleanup Plan indicates highly contaminated building foundations in °
the industrial area, old landfills, and other radioactively contaminated areas will be
capped, additional storage buildings may be built for waste, and underground storage
tanks will be drained and closed in place and not removed; and

WHEREAS, an undetermined amount of contamination has leaked underground
from the tanks as well as old radiocactive and hazardous chemical waste process lines
which will be left in place. A large amount of radioactive and hazardous chemical
contamination, as well as contaminated ground water will be left at the Site after
- cleanup and closure; and . : o

: WHEREAS, any disturbances of soil for excavation of foundations or placement
. of new. utility lines through the buffer zone or other contaminated areas for
development &t the Site will disturb the zone's unique ecosystem and may cause
migration of contamination into the drainages of Woman Creek and Walnut Creek,
which flow through the City of Westminster. Movement of contaminated ground
water could result from on-Site construction activities. Airborne releases of
contaminants during excavation could have a .negative impact on community
businesses; residents; and Standley Lake, the. drinking water supply for over 200,000

‘north metropolitan area citizens; and

- WHEREAS, the United States Department of Energy will have stewardship
responsibilities at the Site beyond cleanup and closure. Institutional controls will
need to be in place to control contaminated area access and monitor for the
migration of contaminants left on-Site that could affect downwind communities in the

fu;ure.

NOW THEREFORE, be it resolved that the Westminster City Council wishes’ to
amend Resolution No. 7, adopted February 13, 1995, and resolves as follows:

1. “All buildings and -foundations be demolished and removed as part of the cleanup
and closure of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site. Capping of part of
the contaminated protected area or other Site areas is not an acceptable means to
achieving cleanup and early closure. These areas will require fencing and
institutional controls for an extremely long period of time. The life cycle costs of
the Institutional Controls necessary after the current cleanup and closure plan are
complete will be significantly reduced if more money is designated to cleaning up
contaminated areas of the Site to as Low As Reasonably Achievable standards.

2. The highest and best use of the industrial area at the Rocky Flats Environmental
Technology Site is open space; however, because of the geology of the Site, unique
- weather conditions, and density of downwind populations, the cleanup of plutonium
contamination in the industrial area should be set at a more protective standard than
would ordinarily be considered for open space use. - ,




3. A significant amount of industrial commercial and office zoning presently exists
in_proximity to the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site that can provide
employment to compensate for the loss of jobs due to closure. Development—at—the
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site will contribute to dispersed development
located far from residential development and will thus contribute to urban sprawl and

air pollution. :

4. Designating, the buffer zone and industrial area at the Rocky Flats Environmental
Technology Site as open space will serve to increase the value of adjoining
properties and provide the entire community with a buffer from future development
in the designated zones adjoining the Site. A designation as a Federal Wildlife
Preserve such as was given to the Rocky Mountain Arsenal would provide a unique
area of open space within the npeighboring communities. This designation will
facilitate the movement of wildlife through a wide corridor from the mountains,
foothills to the plains, and protect the habitat of the Prebles Jumping Mouse, which
could potentially be listed an endangered species.

5. A comprehensive and connected regional vpen space system can then be developed -
that will be enhanced by the existing publicly owned open space. : o

6. An unprecedented corridor’ of open space connecting Standley Lake, Colorado
Hills, Great Western, Boulder Open Space, Boulder County open space, and Jefferson
County open space will be created. The Buffer Zone's unique ecological systems
should be preserved with special interpretive sites reflecting unique natural
resources. Visitor access would be managed by a trail system engineered to protect
the unique .resources of the zone. - ! :

7. An open 'space land use designation for the Site will aid in overcoming the
negative image of the Site and serve as a resource for healing the memories of a

- community that has been deeply affected by the lack of concern about the impacts
to the environment, downwind .communities, and surface as well as drinking water

sources during the Site's production years.

8. The W-470 interchange should be aligned south and east of the Site, using as
much of the existing Indiana Street right-of-way as possible to minimize impacts to
the City's open space and Woman Creek Reservoir. The  alignment should be
designated as a freeway and built to interstate highway standards and not as a
parkway as proposed. This project should not be financed locally, but should be built
as a project of the United States Department of Transportation utilizing state and or
federal funds. : ' . '

9. Any further planning of the Northwest Parkway must include the design and
funding of storm water diversions for the protection of the Standley Lake watershed

from Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site cleanup and development south of

the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site.

10. This Resolution shall be distributed to Governor Romer and State agencies
involved in Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site issues, the Colorado
Congressional Delegation, the United States Department of Energy Headquarters and
Rocky Flats Field Office, local governments, Chambers of Commerce and the Rocky
Flats- Local Impacts Initiative, as well as Industrial Area Transition Task Force
Members and consultants, Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board, Rocky Mountain Peace
and Justice Center, and the Sierra Club. :

Passed and adopted this 23rd day of February, 1998.

N e

@ | | .
e s waer

City! Clerk /
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Press Release

City of Westminster
City Manager's Office

4800 West 92nd Avenue
Westminster, Colorado
80030

303-430-2400
FAX 303-430-1809

Date: February 24, 1998

Contact: Mary Harlow, sttrninstcr Rocky Flats Coordinator, ext. 2174 ‘ © J
Bill Christopher, Westminster City Manager, ext. 2010

Subject: City Council Supports Open Space at Rocky Flats

The Westminster City Council passed a resolution at Monday night's Council Meeting, stating
its opposition to future development at the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site
(RFETS). '

The resolution, which passed 6-1, says the undeveloped areas around the plant should be
preserved as open space and that “all buildings and foundations be demolished and removed.” .

The resolution also says that capping part of the contaminated protected area or other site areas is
not an acceptable means ta achieve cleanup and early closure. Cleanup of plutonium
contamination in industrial areas should be set at a more protective standard than would
ordinarily be considered.

Westminster Mayor Nancy Heil pointed out that Westminster is down wind and down stream
from the 6,000 acre plant and buffer area. “Westminster would be the most directly affected by
any disturbance of soil contamination activity and our citizen health and well-being is our
number one priority,” she said.

The RFETS is scheduled for cleanup and closure between the years 2006 and 2010. The Rocky
Flats Impacts Initiative formed a Rocky Flats Facility and Infrastructure Reuse Task Force in
July, 1997, to develop and communicate a plan and implementation/transition strategy to convert
the industrial area after cleanup into uses that would contribute to the economic vitality of the
region. With the help of a consultant, several options for future use were identified including the
“Total Open Space” option supported by Westminster City Council. )

- “While redevelopment will have an appeal to some, creating a wildlife preservation/open space
area similar to the Rocky Mountain Arsenal makes a lot more sense,” said City Manager Bill
Christopher. )

-30-




—RESOLUTION-NO--R.98-062__

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING CITY COUNCIL POSITION RELATIVE TO ROCKY FLATS

. WHEREAS . .. The Arvada City Council has repeatedly stated its support for a quick and efficient
cleanup of the Rocky Flats site to the highest possible standards, and

~

WHEREAS . .. Members of the Arvada City Council and staff have fully participated in such task
' forces as the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative and the Future Site Use Workxng

Group, and
WHEREAS ... The City of Arvada has been more impacted by the loss of jobs that have occurred or

will occur with the shutdown of the Rocky Flats Nuclear Weapons Facility.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY. OF
ARVADA, COLORADO:.

Section 1: ’I'hat the City Council of Arvada supports the following regardmg the Rocky Flats Envrronmenml
Technology Center: _

. Rocky Flats should be cleaned up quickiy, efficiently, and to the highest possible standards and that
safety infrastructure be kept in place until total cleanup is achieved.

. Section 2: The utmost consideration should be g1ven to the ﬁndmgs of the Future Site Use Workmg Group,

communmnities have lost or will lose with the closure of the site.
. Set aside right-of-way through the northwest quadrant of the buffer zone for a tmnsportanon corndor.

| including:

|

| . The majority of the current buffer zone should be maintained in perpetuity as open space. .
| . Rocky Flats should continue to be an employment center, replacing the 8,000 jobs that our -
| g

|

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this _2™_day of March , 1998.

Robért G. Frie, Mayor {

| ATTEST: .

%W

%
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From: mzbumer County
P. O. Box 4682
Boulder CO 80306

April 3, 1998

To:  Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
5490 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada CO 80002

PLAN-Boulder County requests that you take into account the following consxdemnms.

Buffer Arca: In view of ifs unique environmental values, the Buffer Area should remain asitisin

, free of development and closed to the public, The Buffer Area is quite special in several
ways: (1) it has been closed to public and virtoally undismrbed for over 50 years; (2) iris located
near the boundary between two major ecological zones, the Great Plains and the Rocky Mouptains;
and because of factors (1) and (2) and also because of its particular topography, it contains ag:.
unosual assemblage of biota, including at least one endangered species of mammal, If for agy,
reason part of the Buffer Area were developed for industry, highways, ctc., then that loss mustbe
mitigated by purchase of lands of equivalent envirommental valne in the vicinity of Rocky Flats.
;&"IncetheBuﬁ‘er Area is unique, an “equivalent environment value” may have to be a less pristine

{ larger area.

i : We favar converting the Industrial Area to open space, so that it would become part

Industial Area:

of the Buffer Area instead of remaining an industrial island within the Buffer Area. This wonld
facilitate maintenance of security of the capped areas within the Protected Area. In any case, the
feasibility and the objectives of redevelopment of the Industrial Area are act clear. The Market
Analysis%vesmanymsonswhyitmaybccﬁfﬁcultwamactmamthanmarginaltmantstothc
Industrial 2 For example, "Future negative business location variables which could affect the
Rocky Flats site include the negative perception of historic land use, relatively poor transpartation
Iinkages and access”, etc. The permanent existence of nearby capped radicactive sites within the
Protected Area will constantly reinforce the negative historic perceptions. It is implied that 2 major
objective of redevelopment is to bring employment to the northwest part of the metropolitan area.
But this region is already booming, and local governments will be strained to provide infrastructure
for all of the planned and potential private development. Also, in order to attract significant tenants,
all of the existing buildings would probably have to be demolished, and major investments would
have to be made to replace and expand the deteriorated infrastructures. Itis bard to see why the
Federal Govermment should wish to subsidize futnre tenants in this way.

We believe that conversion of the Industrial Area to open space is a quite viable alternative that must
be seriously evaluated in comparison to redevelopment.

o
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From the Office of the City Manager

April 17, 1993

Arbor Dav Activities Set - The anmual Arbor Day treo giveawny is schieduled at Clty Park Recreation Center on
Saturdgy, April 18, from 9 AM. to 3 P.M. River birch trees are available for fice. There iz 2 drawing for 3 freo
five-gallon tree and larger reas. are for sale af the event. Balloons, buttons, mulch, and tros infermation arc also
available. Stop by the recreation center and enjoy the day.

Ecur Stary for Legaey Ridge - Golf Digest will be including Legacy Ridge Golf Course in the 1992-99 edition of
Qoif Digest’s Plgcas to Plav course directory, featuring 5,300 golf cowrass. Legacy Ridge recsived a four star
rating, based ou value for the moncy and golf expericnce. With only 10 courses receiving five stars, Legacy Ridge
is proud lo be recognized as mch a premier course. The directory will be available in bookstores, and advises

readers that goifers should plan their Colorado vacat

on to inelude Logacy Ridge Golf Cuurse. Congratulations to

all those who have made Legacy Ridge such 2 sturstudded courss.

The Rocky Flats

se)e [y ACe 10 Y m . . o
Industrial Area Trensition Task Foree bas begun ths task of ning wogether recommendations for

chnology Site Lze -

Ky _Kiat RVIYY

»
a4 4 324

se

the future uso of the Rucky Flars Envirommental Technology Site S) after cleanup and envircnmental
restoration are complete. Over 74 comments were received from group mestings, one public mecting, and the

website set np to gather community commants, The

overwhelming majority of rusponses were for "Open Space”

for tho entire RFETS. The Cily of Wesminster has received comments from many individuals saud groups
supporting the City Council’s Resolution that "Open Space® is the highest and best fitzre use of the REETS. It is
cxpected that recommendations will be compieted and a final report issucd by task forve in carly May.

Westminster Vofunteers Show Their Pride - Join your neighbars in helping clean up the City at Pride Day on
Saturday, May 2 from 8 A.M. tn 1 PM. After picking up litter glong strects and opca spaces, join hundreds of
voluntesrs at City Hall plaza for 2 fros barbecus and prize giveaways. Participants will receive a ffee piovie pass to
the AMC Westminster Promenade 24 Theater as weil as a free popcom and drink. Raffle prizes include a night for
two with dinner to the Double Tres Hotel for the adults and mountain bikes for the children. The Pride Day
committce ix looking, for sitizens to participats with the City-wide clean up starting at § A.M, Deadline for
registration is April 2@ To shuw your pride in our city, contact 430-2400, ext. 2512,
|

Swochi d A - The beautiful Spring weatlrer over the weckend provided the perfect

backdrop for the annual :Mayor’s Easter Egg Hunt

on Saturday, April 11, on the Soccer Fields at City Park.

Approximately 4,000 people, most of whom wers very bright-eyed and eager children, gathered at the sidelines in
anticipation of finding the "golden egs.® that could later be exchanged for an Easter basket donated by Meto
Brokers Yagsr-Moht & Aasociatss, Children also kept Mayor Heil, Councillors and the Easter Bunnies husy

handing out candy, plastic eggs, and toys even after

the funt. Special thanks to the Police Department and Parks

- Division for controling traffic hefore and after the hunt, and to the following Wesuninster businesses for
generously providing prizes for the childmn: Asby'y Restaurants, The Busterfly Pavilion & Insect Center, Cub
Roods, King Scopers, McDonald's, and TCBY Treats. District 50 Transportation alao provided two shuttle buses
that transported participaots back and forth from the North West Church of Christ Parking Lot.

eclalmed Water Pro undigg Updated - The Colorado Wster Pawer Authority loan of $4,088,000 was
clused and funds sewled on Wednesday, April 15 (Tax Day™). The net interest cost was a rocord low at 3.98%.
The monies will be used t build the City’s Reclaimed Water treatment pieat at Big Dry Creek, along with the
distribution lines for irigstion of public space throughow the City. The use of treated non-potable water for

irrigation frees up valuable potable water supplies for

i ~ Bondi & Company auditers finished their Geld work Jast Friday. A camera ready copy of -

resideatial and commercinl customers.

Auditors Pack it Ip
the CAFR will be sont to them on Whis Priday. They will do their final roview and we will make any final
adjustmeats. This is the carllcst the CAFR has been completed in recent history.



WESTMINSTER

April 17, 1998

DeAnn Butterfield, Executive Director

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiagve
5460 Ward Road 205
_ Arvada, Colorado 80002
Sgczto\l:v;s:m e Dear DeAnn:
Adayor .

I am writing to solicit your support in obtaining and funding a consultant
3&0333::?‘2‘2[2::: © managed citizen survey of the residents in our respective communities on the
0030 land use and reusé options that have been developed for the Rocky Flats

Environmental Technology Site. As you will recall, our City Manager, Bill
gﬁ“;&i‘?g_law Christopher, made this suggestion at our March 16 Study Session when you

were present to brief City Council on the land use options.

DD 303-328-0648

We are concerned that holding one public meetng, speaking with community
groups, and having a computer web-site available to receive comments from the
public on the reuse opdons developed by the Rocky Flats Local Impacts
Initdative sponsored by the Rocky Flats Industrial Area Transitdon Task Force,
will not be sufficient to ensure that public opinion has been adequately solicited

and received on this important issue.

We believe that a citizen survey could be completed and tabulated by late
summer. I would appreciate a letter of response by May 1, informing us
whether the City/Reuse organization would be willing to support and work with
the City of Westminster to plan and conduct such a citizen survey.

Sincerely,

(A

Nancy M. Heil
Mayor

cc: City Council
Mayor Bob Frie, City of Arvada
Mayor William Berens, City of Broomfield
Bill Christopher, City Manager
Ron Hellbusch Director of Public Works and Utilities
Mary Hartow, Rocky Flats Coordinator

st om recveled paper



RESOLUTION NO. 894

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING THE POSITION OF THE
GOLDEN CITY COUNCIL ON THE REUSE OF ROCKY
FLATS

WHEREAS, the United States Department of Energy is seeking public opinion on a variety
of plans for the future use of the Rocky Flats site; and

WHEREAS, the City of Golden has had representatives working with the committee
studying this issue; and

WHEREAS, the Golden City Council has considered the various scenarios proposed for the
future of Rocky Flats and their potential impact on the economy and quality of life of this area.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GOLDEN,
COLORADO:

The Golden City Council encourages the Department of Energy to:

1. Completely demolish and remove all buildings, improvements and waste
from the entire site; and

2. Designate the entire site as open space, wildlife preserve or other natural
preservation designation, and

3. At the completion of clean up, transfer the entire property to an appropriate
federal, state or local agency for continued management for the purposes stated
above.

Furthermore, the Golden City Council believes that discussion of alternative routes for future
transportation corridors is not an appropriate topic for Rocky Flats committees until the completion of
the Denver Metropolitan Area Northwest Quadrant Feasibility Study.

Adopted this 23rd day of April, 1998.

7
an C. Schenck
Mayor

ATTEST:

e 5h, ok

Susan M. Brooks, CMC/AAE
City Clerk

\




Resolution No. 8§94
Page 2

ames A. Wirdholz
City Attorney

I, Susan M. Brooks, City Clerk of the City of Golden, Colorado, do hereby certify that the
foregoing is a true copy of a certain Resolution adopted by the City Council of the City of Golden,
Colorado at a regular meeting thereof held on the 23rd day of April, A.D., 1998.

(SEAL) ATTEST: Ugal h Yf_@f’w)é_

Susan M. Brooks, City Clerk of
the City of Golden, Colorado
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Press Release

City of Wesuminswr
City Manager's Office

4800 West 92nd Avenus
Westminster. Colorada
80030

301430-24400
FAX 303-430-1809

Date: June 3, 1998

Contact: Bill Christopher, City Manager
Ron Hellbusch, Director of Public Works and Utilities '
430-2400 extension 2177 .

Subject:  Westminster City Council Takes 2 Stand on Rocky Flats Reuse

The Westminster City Council has taken a series of actions designed to seek a consensus and
common ground among area iocal governments on various key Rocky Flats Environmental
Technology Site (RFETS) issues impacting all surrounding communities.

The various RFETS organizations have not been able to reach agreement on a future land use
designation for the RFETS, which the United States Department of Energy (DOE) has
requested of the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative (RFLI) and Rocky Flats Citizens
Advisory Board (RFCAB). The Westminster City Council is recommending an altermative’
approach, which calls for PRESERVING THE OFTIONS (no land use dssignation, no
ammexation by surrounding Cities, no redevelopment, and no disturbance of land or soils) by
DOE, until sach tme as cleanup efforts are completed. DOE would focus on cleanup and
safe stewardship of the 6,000 acre site.

The second action by the City Council calls for a CITIZENS’ SURVEY on the issue of future
long-term land use of the RFETS property, since that issue cannot be resolved by the current
process in place by the DOE. The survey would include the citizens and residents from the
various surrounding Cities and Jefferson County. The local governments and DOE will then
have the benefit of results of the citizens’ survey, which would then guide decisions
pertaining to the use of RFETS land after completing the contamination cleanup over the next
10 years.

The final initiative which City Council is taking is to urge the establishment of 2 LOCAL
GOVERNMENT-BASED OVERSIGHT AGENCY to work with the DOE on RFETS
cleanup, on/oif-site soil and air monitoring, funding, stewardship, and longer term
post-cleanup land use planning. This action is warranted, given the fact the RFLIT
Inter-Governmental Agreement and fuinding with DOE terminates December 31 of this year.
It is imperative, City Council believes, to convene 2 long-term oversight-agency well ahead of
. the RFLII discontinuance. City Council believes the surrounding City governments and

-more-
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Jefferson County elected officials have an obligation, opportunity, and a process in place to -

provide the citizen and public communications, citizen participation, and representation of the
nearly 200,000 citizens in the RFETS region.

Westmmunster City Councul elected representatives and City Staff will be presenting this action

plan at upcoming City and County govermnment mectings, to DOE representatives, the
Govemor’s Office, and the Colorado Congressional Delegation. .

-END -




To: RFLII From: 8-21-98 1@:13am p. 1 of 2
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COAL CREEK CANYON IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION
11578 Ranch Elsie Road, Golden, CO 80403
Phone: (303) 642-1233 (voice & fax)

August 21, 1998

Rocky Flats Local Impact Initiative via fax "940-6088
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada, CO 80002

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Draft Report of the Industrial Area
Transition Task Force, entitled "From Swords to Plowshares, A Plan for the Reuse of the
Industrial Area of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site."

I have served as governmental liaison for the Coal Creek Canyon Improvement
Association for the past three years and have worked closely with a number of communities in the
Jefferson County Communities Coalition. Some of these communities sent detailed comments to
RFLII on April 3 of this year.

The resolution adopted by RFLII addresses three major areas to which we address our
comments. Because the report does not track closely wﬂh ﬂle RFLII resolution, we also have
. three suggestions for the producing the final versxon Lt

l ‘“.,I. - ]

1. Cleanup standards. Because the east-s1de commuanities are downwind and
downstream of the industrial facility, they are the primary ones concerned with cleanup standards.
Accordingly, we have no comments on that aspect of the report.

2. Future land use. There is not consensus among the surrounding communities and
jurisdictions that there be any redevelopment of the Rocky Flats industrial core. To the contrary,
several of the surrounding communities have repeatedly voiced their desires that both the
industrial core and the buffer zone be preserved as open space. We are surprised, therefore, at the
continual reintroduction of various options for industrial reuse. Sohcmng additional public input
on this matter is not only frustrating to those that have cléarly expressed their views, but also a
waste of the public's time, as well as government funds. - AL

The communities to the west and southwest'of Rocky Flats want to preserve the mountain
backdrop and the rural lifestyle of the area. Absént any regional‘¢onsensus for redeveloping the
site, it is imperative that neither DOE nor its cleanip contractors'take steps that would have
implications for changing land use in the region, such as (a) promoting industrial reuse of the
Rocky Flats site after cleanup, (b) extending new water and sewer services to the site as part of

moving services oﬂ‘sxte or (d) leasing or provndmg federal land for a Northwest Parkway route
‘ (wh1ch would prejudice ongoing efforts within DRCOG to reach a consensus on fransportation
| issues within the Northwest Metro Quadrant).




To: RFLII

From: 8-21-98 18:13am p. 2 of 2
Page 20f2

3. Future Committees. Given these views, we are not sure that it is necessary to have a
new committee to again address options for future use. However, if there is to be a follow-on
committee that is to address land-use issues, among other topics, then it should include
representatives from nearby communities, such as CCCIA.

Since neither the report nor the executive summary track closely with the
recommendations contained in the RFLII resolution, we have the following three suggestions.

a. The RFLII resolution should be placed before the executive summary, not after it. The
current order is likely to engender confusion on the part of readers.

b. Since the resolution of the committee basically defers recommendations on reuse of the
industrial area until cleanup progresses, we suggest that you.alter the subtitle of the report, which
implies that it contains a plan or recommendation for reuse. For example, the subtitie could be,
"Options for Future Use of the Industrial Area of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology
Site."

c. If the Committee has sufficient time and staff resources, the report and the executive
summary should be redrafted to bring it into conformance with the resolution (while still
maintaining a presentation of the options considered).

Should you have any questions, I can be téiictied af 642-1233.

B ."Sincerely,

;. DA I ' (signed)
45,9 ¢ Thomas A. Hoffman
o Governmental Liaison

e
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August 21, 1998

The Rocky Flats Industrial Area Transition Task Force
The Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative

5460 Ward Road, Suite 205

Arvada, Colorado 80002

Attn: Will Neff, Program Manager

"Re: Draft Plan for the Reuse of the Industrial Area of the Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site

. Dear Task Force Members:

This letter serves as the written comments from the City of Boulder regarding the July 6, 1998
draft report from the Industrial Area Reuse Task Force (Task Force), Plan for the Reuse of the
Industrial Area of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (Reuse Plan).

In general, the City of Boulder applauds the work of the Task Force and acknowledges the
magnitude of the effort involved in producing such a thorough and thoughtful consensus
recommendation to the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative (RFLII). One of the major strengths
of the report is that it preserves future options. The City of Boulder also supports the Task Force
recommendation to defer decisions about the potential reuse of the Industrial Area until after
cleanup is completed. Consistent with this position, the City of Boulder believes that the most
appropriate implementation strategy is “Preserving Options.” The “Preserving Options” strategy
acknowledges the uncertainties of cleanup at Rocky Flats while preserving a range of options for
future use.

Although the City of Boulder agrees with many points in the Task Force recommendation, we do
have a few remaining concerns:

. Cleanup Standards

. The Task Force supports the requirement in the Rocky Flats Cleanup Agreement “to
clean up the Industrial Area to a standard suitable for a future employment center
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regardless of other potential uses.” The City of Boulder supports cleaning up the site to
this high standard as a means to ensure that all health, safety, and public welfare concerns ‘
associated with Rocky Flats are addressed. It is important to underscore, however, that

cleaning up the Industrial Area to the employment center standard does not in any way

suggest an endorsement of a particular future use of the Industrial Area.

At this point, it is unknown whether plutonium and TRU waste will be shipped off-site or
if new facilities will be needed for interim on-site storage. Certainly, the storage of
plutonium or waste on-site will severely limit the future use options for the Industrial
Area. (See Reuse Plan, lines 4-10 on page 27) However, the City of Boulder believes the
best interest of public health, safety and welfare should dictate the extent of cleanup, not
the preferred future use of the Industrial Area.

Local Government Organization

The Task Force recommends that local governments which have a stake in the future use
of the Rocky Flats site form an organization which replaces RFLII. Consistent with the
understanding that the local governments have made no determination as to the future use
of the Industrial Area, the City of Boulder believes it is appropriate for such an
organization to have a limited mission which includes:

. Monitoring cleanup;
. Preserving options for future reuse; and,
. Determining reuse after cleanup is completed.

The future local government organization definitely should not serve as a “redevelopment
authority” since the issue of reuse has not been determined. (See Reuse Plan, Proposed
Composition on page 11)

Futur anagement

Throughout its report, the Task Force refers to returning Rocky Flats back to the
community after cleanup. The City of Boulder is concerned by what appears to be a
foregone conclusion. We can speculate on several scenarios where it would not be in our
best interest for the “Rocky Flats site to be transitioned to local control.” Until more is
known about the disposition of plutonium at the Rocky Flats site and cleanup is
completed, the City of Boulder believes it is imperative to preserve a range of long-term
management options. As cleanup is conducted and plans for reuse formulated, thought
must be given to the proper structure for long-term protection of the community as well as
the appropriate role for local governments in future management of the site.




Infrastructure

The Task Force recommends that “all facilities and infrastructure be decontaminated,

~ demolished, and removed as part of the Rocky Flats cleanup and closure project.” It
further recommends that “if any new facilities or infrastructure are developed by the site
prior to closure, such arrangements . . . be implemented in conjunction with the
community to assure preservation of future options and interim benefits to the

community.”

The City of Boulder wholeheartedly supports the removal of all existing buildings and
infrastructure. However, Boulder does not support the development of significant new
facilities or infrastructure prior to answering the reuse question. Final resolution of the
reuse issue is complex and fraught with many competing interests. The City of Boulder is
concerned about any new building or infrastructure investments on the Rocky Flats site
which may place another local government at an advantage to advance their particular
development interests or are contrary to a potential open space designation. In that vein,
the City of Boulder is concerned about statements in the Task Force report such as:

“Kaiser Hill is currently studying wastewater treatment options for
the interim cleanup period, which includes contracting for service
with the City of Arvada. This would require extension of a main to
SH-93 where it could tie into a main extending to the existing main
at SH-72.”

Contrary to such suggestions of major infrastructure development, the City of Boulder
supports a position which only authorizes infrastructure investments in the Industrial Area
that are essential to the cleanup mission, with a preference for temporary improvements to
meet short-term needs.

Buffer Zone

Issues surrounding the open space designation for the Buffer Zone were not within the
scope of Task Force responsibilities. However, the Task Force did recommend future
discussions concerning the Buffer Zone open space preservation. (See Reuse Plan, last
bullet on page 10) The City of Boulder wishes to reiterate its position supporting the
Buffer Zone open space designation. The Buffer Zone has significant ecological values
including rare tall grass and populations of the Preble’s Meadow Jumping Mouse. Future
development of the Industrial Area could have an impact on wildlife and ecosystems in the

Buffer Zone.



Thank you for your attention to the City of Boulder comments on the draft Plan for the Reuse of
the Industrial Area of the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site. Please contact Tiana Gray
at 441-3010 if you have any additional follow-up questions concerning the above comments.

Sincerely,

AAY ‘7(
Ronald A. Secrist
City Manager

cc: Boulder City Council
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FROMTHESTAFF. . . .

ROCKY FLATS CITIZENS ADVISORY BOARD
— WEEKLY FAX ¢

3/2/98 - 3/6/98

THIS WEEK’'S EVENTS:

* Monday 3/9: 7 - 8:30 p.m. Site Wide Issues / Budget Focus Group, Westminster City
Hall, lower-level Multi-Purpose Room, 4800 West 92nd
Avenue, Westminster

» Tuesday 3/10: 8- 11:30 am. Industrial Area Task Force, Arvada Center for the Arts and

Hurmnanities, 6901 Wadsworth Boulevard, Arvada

. AWednesday 3/11:  2:30 - 4:30 p.m. Public Participation Focus Group, RPLII office, 5460 Ward
~ Road, Suite 205, Arvada

* Thursday 3/12: 5-7pm CAB Co-Chairs Meeting, CAB office, 9035 North Wadsworth
Paricway, Suite 2250, Westminster
* Friday 3/13: No meetings scheduled

BOARD MEETING HIGHLIGHTS:

Presentation and Discussion on the Rocky Flaty Local Impacts Initiative

anuary, of gave an overview presentation of acaoviies ot the
tructure ‘lransition Task Force. At this meeting, Will discussed some of the conclusions and
reconmmendations of the Task Force, as written into the study’s draft report of February 1998. The Task
Force’s mission is to look at options for maintaining an employment center or other use at the site that
contributes to the economic vitality of the area. So far, eight buildings have been identified for rense. Two
of those buildings were reserved for the National Conversion Pilot Project (NCPF) and the other six buildings
will be limited to companies involved in the cleanup process. Kaiser-Hill anticipates those buildings will be
available sometime between 2003 and 2009. :

The Task Force developed three options, or implementation strategies: A) aggressive and timely reuse

 [ensuring that buildings and infrastrocture are reusable immediately following cleanup]; B) preserving

options [allowing for reuse decisions to be delayed untl closer to completion of cleanup]; and ) hands-off
[staying out of the way until just before or after cleanup is complete in accordance with Al]. Several
specific scenarios were developed for discussion. Those include: 1) industrial redevelopment; 2) an eco-
industrial park focusing on environmental technologies; 3) a umiversity/ederal laboratory/research and
development center; 4) a single “jewel” or major tenant; 5) a Cold War museum and historical archive; or 6)
making the eatire area open space. .

Recommendations from the Task Force are anticipated to be submitted t¢ DOE by June 1, in order to be
incorporated into the ‘99 work plan. A web site has been developed for feedback from citizens
(www.vatelink.cony/rfr), and an open house will be held the evening of March 25 at the Arvada Center to
allow anyone interested to discuss the draft report and issues of concern. ,

a
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NOTES REGARDING
INFRASTRUCTURE TRANSITION TASK FORCE DRAFT REPORT
(from Weekly Fax 3-9-98)

Presentation and Discussion on the Rocky Flats Loqal Impacts Initiative (RFLID) Infrastructure

Transition Task Force Draft Report. In January, Will Neff of RFLII gave an overview
presentation of activities of the Infrastructure Transition Task Force. At this meeting, Will
discussed some of the conclusions and recommendations of the Task Force, as written into the
study’s draft report of February 1998. The Task Force’s mission is to look at options for
maintaining an employment center or other use at the site that contributes to the economic vitality of
the area. So far, eight buildings have been identified for reuse. Two of those buildings were
reserved for the National Conversion Pilot Project (NCPP) and the other six buildings will be
limited to companies involved in the cleanup process. Kaiser-Hill anticipates those buildings will
be available sometime between 2003 and 2009.

The Task Force developed three options, or implementation strategies: A) aggressive and timely
reuse [ensuring that buildings and infrastructure are reusable 1mmed1ately following cleanup]; B)
preserving options [allowmo for reuse decisions to be delayed until closer to complenon of
cleanup]; and C) hands-off [staying out of the way until just before or after cleanup is complete in
accordance with RFCA]. Several specific scenarios were developed for discussion. Those
include: 1) industrial redevelopment; 2) an eco-industrial park focusing on environmental
technologies; 3) a university/federal laboratory/research and development center; 4) a single “jewel”
or major tenant; 5) a Cold War museum and historical archive; or 6) making the entire area open

space.

Recommendations from the Task Force are anticipated to be submitted to DOE by June 1, in order
to be incorporated into the ‘99 work plan. A web site has been developed for feedback from
citizens (www.votelink.com/rfr), and an open house will be held the evening of March 25 at the
Arvada Center to allow anyone interested to discuss the draft report and issues of concern.

CAB members gave their views on several issues to help its Site Wide Issues / Budget Focus
Group develop comments on the draft report:

How will the public be involved?

How will scenarios influence cleanup to background?

Monetary value of scenarios - What is the cost for each?

Bias: Starting point - looking for reuse opportunities

Contamination could be brought to the surface with any new construction
Comprehensive public participation is necessary

Long-term stewardship issues need to be incorporated

Interview potential tenants - what would it take for them to move to RFETS?
Assumption: DOE agreed to be steward?

O NOL R LI




CAB member thoughts on options/implementation strategies

Aggressive and timely reuse
e Support=2 Don’t support = 8

Preserving options
e Support=7 Don’t support = 1

Hands off
e Support=6 Don’t support = 3

Neutral = 1
Neutral = |
Neutral = 1

Need more info =0

Need more info = 3

Need more info =0

CAB member thoughts on specific scenarios

Industrial redevelopment
e Support =1 Don’t support =9

Eco-industrial park :
e Support =2 Don’t support = 3

University/lab R&D center
' e Support=35 Don’t support = 1

Single tenant/’jewel” use
e Support =2 Don’t support = 9

Cold War museum
e Support=1 Don’t support = 6

Open space

e Support=11 Don’t support =2

Neutral = 1

Neutral = 0

Neutral = 2

Neutral = 0

Neutral = 2

Neutral =0

Need more info =1
Need more info = 6
Need more info =2
Need more info =0
Need more info =2

Need more info =0

o
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FROM THE STAFF . . . | .

ROCKY FLATS CITIZENS ADVISORY BOARD
—> WEEKLY FAX <

3/16/98 - 3/20/98 -

THIS WEEK’'S EVENTS:

» Monday 3/16: 6-8pm D&D / Closure Plan Focus Group, Westminster City Hall,
lower-level Multi-Purpose Room, 4800 West 92nd Avenue,
Westminster {

¢ Tuesday 3/17: 7-9pm. Platonium Issues Focus Groap, Westminster City Hall, lower-
level Multi-Purpose Room, West 92ad Avenue,
Westminster

» Wednesday 3/18: No meetings scheduled

+ Thursday 3/19: 4-8pm. Soil Action Level Oversight Panel, Broomfield City Hall

+ Friday 3/20: No meetings scheduled

RO
ool

CAB FOCUS GROUP ACTIVITIES:

Site Wide Issues / Budget Focus Group: Monday, March 9. The focus group had asked John Schneider
from DOE ta update them on the current status of Rocky Flats® Fiscal Year 1998-2000 budgets. As a
refresher, John first walked the group through the two-year federal budget process. The site is currently
operating within its FY98 budget of approximately $668 million. The Rocky Flats ﬁorﬁon of the President’s
FY99 budget, presented to Congress in February, was approximately $659 million. Rocky Flats has also been
given a planning target for FY00 of $659 million. The site’s accelerated closure plan, Accelerating Cleanup:
Paths 1o Closure, requests a total of $694 million per year to achieve site closure by 2010.

Site budget pianners are working off of the assumption that, since the contractor was able to complete a
significant amount of unfunded work during the last two fiscal years, the lower funding for FY99 and FY00
should not negatively affect the 2010 closwre schedule. Focus group members questioned this approach, but
John explained that until something indicates that past performance cannot be repeated, DOE will continue
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working off this assumption. However, there is some threshold level of funding cuts below which the
schedule will have to be impacted.

Rocky Flats will need to submit an FY00 budget re to DOE-Headquarters sometime in April.
Historically, the site would have received guidance for budget development by this time. They do not yer
have this guidance, but expect to receive it very soon. In all likelihood, the guidance will tell the site to
extract certain information from its existing closure database. Schneider pointed out that FY00 will be the
fourth budget year that Rocky Flats has been working off of essentially the same plaa.

The members were asked to decide if the Budget Focus Group should.branch off and hold its own meetings
to review budget information. Since so much of the budget mformation had remaimed the same as last year,
they decided to keep the budget review within this combined focus group.

The full Board tasked this focus group with reviewing the results of a discussion at the March Board mesting
and developing CAB comments on the Rocky Flats Facility and Infrastructure Reuse Task Force’s options
and strategies for future reuse of the industrial area. The committee reviewed the information from the
Board meeting and then considered a proposal from Tom Marshall based on the Board’s comments. The
proposal referenced earlier CAB recommnendations that make health and safety the highest priprity and called
for eventual cleanup of the entire site to background levels. Based on these principles, CAB would support 1
restricted access open space, with opportunities for research regarding radionuclides in the environment as
well as further cleanup in the future. CAB would also favor the implementation strategy called “preserving
options”, whick postpones specific RFETS future land use decisions until the cleanup is nearing completion.
Tom also suggested that CAB should send a list of questions / issues to the Task Force to consider as they
continue their efforts. Tom will work with Erin Rogers to draft this proposal and forward it to the CAB
D&D/Closure Plan Focus Group for further discussion at their March meeting.

David Navarro tock a few minutes to pass out some information and discuss issues related to Union safety
concerns at Rocky Flats. He was concerned about sitnations in which RFETS workers do not have stop work
authority regmting safety issues. He also wanted to point out that the Union is concemed that the site
contractor chooses which Union representatives sit on various safety caommittees at Rocky Flats.
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TRUPACT Shipping Containers to be Displayed at Two Local Cities.

e The City of Westminster invites members of the public to view the TRUPACT containers on/Monday,
March 16, at the Wesminster City Park Recreation Center, from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. The containers will
baul transuranic nuclear waste from Rocky Flats and other DOE sites to the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant
(WIFF) in southern New Mexico. DOE represeatatives from WIPP and Rocky Flats will provide *
information to the public about WIFP, its transportation System, currént routes for shipments, materials to
be shipped, and the anticipated shipping schedule. Also, DOE representatives will be available
throughout the day to talk with area residents and visitors. If you have any questions, contact Mary
Harlow, the Rocky Flats Coordinator for the City of Westminster, at 430-2400 x 2461.

e Then, the City of Arvada will display the new TRUPACT shipping containers on Thursday, March 19,
from 10 am. to 2 p.m. at Arvada City Hall, 8101 Ralston Road in Arvada. Representatives of WIPP will
be available to discuss the features of the trucks and shipping containers, and to answer questions. At
10:30 a.m., city council members and DOE representatives will hold a press conference to present
information about the transport of transuranic waste from Rocky Flats. For more information, call Carol
Lyons, Rocky Flats Coordinator for the Clty of Arvada, at 421-2550 x 3292.
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Memorandum
To: Board Members PREL'MINARY .

From: Brady Wilson
Subject: Reuse Recommendations
Dated: March 17, 1998

Background:

29In 1994 the Funue Site Use Working Group (FSUWG) was convened to make
recommendations to DOE, CDPHE, and EPA regarding the future use of the Rocky Flats
site. In 1995 FSUWG recommended that the buffer zone becotne, and remain, open space; _
that the industrial area become an oyment center; and that the Federal government clean ‘
up RFETS to background levels.?? e Industrial Area Transition Task Force was
convened in 1997 to follow up on the work of the Future Site Use Working Group. The
Taskamehasdeve}opdsixwusewegadoqudwsiwandth;eelmplemenmﬁqn

¢ Human health, safety, and protection of the environment should be the most important
factors guiding decisions pertaining to cleanup and future site uses,

» Cleanup should be to background levels for radionuclides when technology allows for .
cost-effective and environmeatally sensitive procedures. |

¢ Due to uncertainty surronnding final site conditions, any actions taken now will affect
future site use options.

Point of Clarification:

o Background levels - as defined in the RFCAB recommendation 96-13, Cleanup
srincinles and Cyitical Reporting Elements: A level that includes faflout from above
ground nuclear testing and naturally occurring radionuclides for the Front Range of
Colorado.

Recommendatiops:

1. RFCAB:ecommmdsthﬂmnewdevelopmenxmmdevelopmemmkeplaceatﬂmsite,

due to the possibility that disturbed soils could potentially release contamination into
communities.

2. RFCAB recommends that, regardless of reuse decisions and assuming economic
feasibility and environmental sensitivity, the near-term cleanup levels should be at least
as protective as the cleanup levels associated with the most stringent of potential reuse
scenarios.
or

o T
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RECAB recommends that, regardless of reuse decisions and assuming economic
feasibility and environmental sensitivity, the near-term cleanup levels be at least as
protective as residential reuse cleanup levels, However, the board in no way supports a
residential reuse for any part of the site, '

3. RFCAB recommends that the site remain available for further cleanup to background
levels when teohnomgnits environmentally sensitive and cost effective
gm::ladures The Fi Government should be instrumental in this research and

evelopment.

5. Based on the information currently available, RRCAB would prefer that the site end-
state, for those areas where contamination is above the near-term cleanup levels,
become limited access open space. Access should be atlowed for research into
radionuclide cleanup technologies and radionuclide behavior in the environment. Such
research could assist in future cleanup and long-term stewardship issues.

??RFCAB would prefer that for those aress where contamination is below the near-
term cleanup levels, the end-state should become restricted use open space, thereby
allowing trails and picnic areas, but excluding permanent structures (i.e. baseball
diamonds, skateboard parks, etc.).7?

3
RECAB!is concerned that DOR, EPA, and CDPHE i to setting ¢
Y bE;"‘sbnE’anydui A, remain open to setting cleanup
JEE

L

¢ RFCAB is concerned that, throughout the decision making process, comprehensive
public participation has been lacking, and that any further steps in the process
incotporate such participation.

¢ Long-term stewardship issues have yet to be settled. RFCAB is concerned that any
decisions towards reuse should not be finalized until such issues are resolved, as such
issues are deeply involved in any reuse decision (e.g. is DOE willing to accept
stewardship?). S




End

‘before the middle of FY2000, at which point maintenance on buildings will cease in preparation for
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SUMMARY - OTHER MEETINGS:

Industrial Area Task Force: Tuesday, March 10. Deanne Butterfield, Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
(RFLII), began the meeting with an update on public comments concerning future site uses and
implementation”strategies. RFLIT staff has been working diligently presenting the uses and strategies to
various groups such as CAB, city councils, and county officials. Commexts from these groups combined
with website comments generally push for an open space nse with 2 “preserving options” strategy. The
website discussions (www.votelink com/rfr) are dominated by the Arvada Associated Modelers, who would
like to see the industrial area converted into 2 model scale airport for use by model aircraft. The
assoclation’s comments also suggest that if an airport is not possible, they would rather see it become open
space than an employment center. An extensive public engagement schedule for continuous briefings is
being followed to ensure that all who have requested a briefing will receivz cne.

Will Neff, RFLIL, led a discussion in preparation for RFLIT's open house scheduled for March 25 at the
Arvada Center from 6:30 to 9 p.m. Making presentations and available for discussions at the open house will |
be members of the Industrial Area Transition Task Force and the PBS&J consaltant team. The schedule for

the open house fotlows:

e 6:30- 7:00 Arrival

e 7:00-7:10 Welcome and Introductions

e 7:10-7:20 Mission Overview

s 7:20-7:50 Consultant Findings Presentation

e 7:50 - 8:15 Question and Answer Session

e 8:15- 8:45 Comments Presented in Written Form and Addressc3
e 8:45-9:00 Resuits Report and Adjourn -

Jessie Roberson, DOE-RFFO, arrived for a discussion with the Task Force. Concems wese expressed by the

task force about the impact that the task force’s recommendations will have on the decision process for reuse.

Ms. Roberson assured the task force thar Secretary Pefia is very interested in the wishes of the surrounding
communities regarding site reuse. Also expressed were concerns about a timeline for reuse

recommendations. Ms. Roberson noted that if any buildings are to be reused, that decision needs to be made .

demolition. Mas. Roberson also assured the task force that she will be available for continued discussions and
that she is prepared to take any discussion to Washington if that is the wish of the task force.

Then the task force began a “where are we” discussion. The task force discussed the development of a
Redevelopment Authority to ensure that the group’s recommendations are considered. The Redevelopment
Authority would aiso consider open space recommendations if that is what the task force chooses to
recommend. A range of options exist, other than a redevelopment anthority, with varying authority
associated with each. The options will be discussed in more detail at the April work session. .

Public Participation Focus Group: Wednesday, March 11. After sharing miscellineous 5
agency/organization news, the gronp moved into a discussion of the 6 month “big picture™ pubiic
involvement calendar. This calendar is kept and reviewed in order to keep tabs on what is coming up for
public involvement and to make the best use of public meetings. The group also received gpdates on the
Paths to Closure (2006 Plan) public involvement process, the Industrial Area Task Force, the Natural
Resource Management Policy, and a list of upcoming HAP meetings. For information/mesting dates
regarding any of these items, please call Erin at the CAB office.

{

Upceming Offlcer Elections

Just a reminder that CAB will hold officer elections at the Rpril Board meeting. Please
get your nominations to Deb Thompson by close of business an Thursday, March 26. If
you have any questians atout the duties of afficers, cail Deb at 428-7855.
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FROM THE STAFF . . .,

ROCKY FLATS CITIZENS ADVISORY BOARD
— WEEKLY FAX ¢

3/23/98 - 3/27/98

THIS WEEK'S EVENTS:

* Monday 3/23: No meetings scheduled ¥

* Tuesday 3/24; : No meetings scheduled

¢ Wednesday 3/25:  6:30 - 9 p.m. Industrial Area Transition Task Force Open House, Arvada
Center for the Arts and Humanities, 6901 Wadsworth
Boulevard, Arvada

* Thursday 3/26: 2 -4 p.m. Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative Board Meeting, RFLII

office, 5460 Ward Road, Suite 205, Arvada

Emergency Planning Zoune / Health Focas Group Mecting,

WCAB office, 9035 North Wadsworth Parkway, Suite 2250,
estimmster ‘

+ Friday 3/27: No meetings scheduled

5 - 6:30 p.m.

CAB FOCUS GROUP ACTIVITIES:

D&D / Closure Plan Focus Group: Monday, March 16. The Rocky Flats Decommissioning Program Plan
(DPP) was distributed for review by the focus group members. The DPP will begin its 45-60 day public
comment period in early April. ‘The focus group members will review the DPP for discussion at the April 20
meeting, '

r—-'A round-robin discussion began on the Site Wide Issnes Focus Group’s site reuse and implementation

recommendations. The primary concemns about the recommendation involved providing definition to
limited access open space; concerns that the recommendation was not strong enough to persuade DOE; and
concerns about the best way to convey that CAB wants to reach the best cleanup levels possible, regardiess of
reuse decisions. Some discussion noted that it would be beneficial if the CAB recommendation was relatively
consistent with the Industrial Area Transition Task Force's reuse options and implementation strategies.

Limited access open space was defined as only allowing access for research into radionuclide cleanup
technologies and radionuclide behavior in the environment. Limited access would only apply to highly
contaminated areas of the site. The remainder of the site would become restricted use open space which
would allow trails and picnic areas, but no permanent structures. .

The recommendation was made stronger by adding a statement that eliminates any’ support for development
and/or redevelopment of any part of the site.

Conveying the Board’s recommendation that near-term cleanup levels do not exceed. cleanup levels

associated for residential reuse, without using the word residential in the recommendation became the hot

topic for the evening. The exact wording for the recommendation has yet to be determined. Brady Wilson
t

Y

L)
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i will atrempt to incorporate these comments into the recommendation for presentation to the full Board at its
‘_next meeting on April 2. ’
The pext meeting of this focus group will be April 20 at the CAB office. The meeting will focus on

5:ofmment§ and recommendations concemning the DPP. Contact Brady Wilson at 420-7855 for more

information.

End Phatonium Issues Focus Group: Tuesday, March 17. The monthly meeting for the focus group centered
around one major agenda topic, namely the status of corrective actions for the plutonium and highly
enriched uranium vuinerabilities. Over the past several years, the focus group members have been tracking
the progress the site is making in addressing environmental, safety and health valnerabilities associated with
the continued storage of plutonium and highly enriched uranium at Rocky Flars. At this meeting,
represreag%es from DOE-were present to provide the current status of the corrective actions for these
Vlﬂnﬂ 1 S.

Matt McComnick, the DOE leader for the nuclear materials group, first gave an overview. He stated that DOE
believes that the closure of the site is intimately related to elimination of the vulnerabilities. Therefore, some
of the vulnerabilities will remain open until such time as facilities and buildings are decontaminated,
decommissioned and demolished. DOE is developing a “cross-walk” that will correlate the vulnerabilities
with the closure plan. Matt confirmed that all inshtutional vulnerabilities, i.e., those that are related to
management and personnel issues, will all be addressed and closed out this year. A concern was raised about
the status of housekeeping in Buildings 881, where combustible materials are still reported to be found. DOE
will investigate and report back to the focus group about any problems in Building 881.

Kevin Keenan, in charge of DOE oversight for the plutonium vulnerabilities, gave specific on the

status of the corrective actions. Kevin reported that of the 87 identified plutonium vulnerabilities, 62 are now
olased, with the remaining 23 linked to the site closure plan. Major accomplishments have been the draining

of all liquid tanks in Buildings 371 and 771 and the processing of 4288 out of 780 liters of solutions. Tap

and drain of process lines to remove remaining solutions has begun in Building 771 and is scheduled for
completion by September *98. Tap and drain will start in Building 371 in June 1998 and will be complete

by April 1999. Concems were raised by the focus group related to DOE's strategy of relying on the ultimate .

D&D of the buildings to address vulnerabilities such as the hold-up of radioactive materials in process lines
and air vents. Final demolition of most of the plutonium buildings is not scheduled until 2006. The focus
group questioned what would happen if the schedule slips for these closure plans.

Kevin also reported that the risk at the site will be lowered as materials are removed from the site. Pit
shipments are now underway and are scheduled for completion by September 1998. DOE’s current plans
call for the remaining plutonium metal and oxide to go to Savannah River beginning in May 2002 and
extending until May 2005. The focus group discussed the need for DOE to present updates on how much of
the ll:efs ton inventory of plutonium has been removed. Due to classification needs, DOE can’t release these
numbers.

The focus group asked about the status of the piutoninm stabilization and packaging line for the residues.
Kaiser-Hill has sent a letter to DOE expressing its opinion on whether the line should be installed as planned
at Rocky Flats. No information was given concemning what was in this letter, The focus group asked that a
copy of the letter be sent to them.

Dave Nickless, in charge of DOE oversight for the highly enriched uranjum (HEU) vulnerabilties, concluded
the presentation. To date, all the highly enriched uranium solutions have been removed from the site. They
were sent to a recycling facility in Tennessee, with the materials ultimately to be processed into nuclear
reactor fuel. All the HEU has been removed from Buildings 771 and 779. Curreat plans call for all HEU to
be removed from the site by the end of FY99. Any remaining HEU vulnerabilities associated with hold-up of
materials will not be addressed until final D&D of the buildings.

For its next meeting, the focus group will follow-up on some of the ions maised at this meeting. They
specifically asked for updates on the plutonium stabilization and pamg line, process solution line
draining and disposition, the vulnerability/closure plan cross-walk, the statns of honsekeeping in Building
881, and fire suppression / alarm system upgrades for buildings with continned missions. The focus group
will seek an opinion from the local Defense Board representatives concerning their level of comfort with
DOE's path forward for addressing the vulnerabilties.
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To: Board Members | ) &@; f:. ?

From: Brady Wilson

Subject: Reuse Recommendations

Dated: March 17, 1998

Background:

2?In 1994 the Future Site Use Working Group (FSUWG) was convened to make

recommendations to DOE, CDPHE, and EPA regarding the future use of the Rocky Flats
site. In 1995 FSUWG recommended that the buffer zone become, and remain, open space;
that the industrial area become an employment center; and that the Federal government clean
up RFETS to background levels.?? The Industrial Area Transition Task Force was
convened in 1997 to follow up on the work of the Future Site Use Working Group. The
Task Force has developed six reuse scenarios for the site and three implementation
strategies, out of which a recommendation will be formed. In light of the Industrial Area
Transition Task Force’s upcoming reuse and implementation strategy recommendation,
RFCAB offers the following recommendations concerning reuse and implementation.

. Guiding Principles and Understandings:

Human health, safety, and protection of the environment should be the most important -
factors guiding decisions pertaining to cleanup and future site uses.

Cleanup should be to background levels for radionuclides when technology allows for
cost-effective and environmentally sensitive procedures. :
Due to uncertainty surrounding final site conditions, any actions taken now will affect
future site use options.

Point of Clarification:
¢ Background levels - as defined in the RFCAB recommendation 96-13, Cleanup

Principles and Critical Reporting Elements: A level that includes fallout from above

ground nuclear testing and naturally occurring radionuclides for the Front Range of
Colorado.

Recommendations:

1.

RFCAB recommends that no new development or redevelopment take place at the site,
due to the possibility that disturbed soils could potentially release contamination into

communities.

RFCAB recommends that, regardless of reuse decisions and assuming economic
feasibility and environmental sensitivity, the near-term cleanup levels should be at least
as protective as the cleanup levels associated with the most stringent of potential reuse

scenarios.
or




RFCAB recommends that, regardless of reuse decisions and assuming economic
feasibility and environmental sensitivity, the near-term cleanup levels be at least as
protective as residential reuse cleanup levels. However, the board in no way supports a
residential reuse for any part of the site.

RFCAB recommends that the site remain available for further cleanup to background
levels when technology permits environmentally sensitive and cost effective
procedures. The Federal Government should be instrumental in this research and
development.

Based on the information currently available, RFCAB would prefer that the site end-
state, for those areas where contamination is above the near-term cleanup levels,
become limited access open space. Access should be allowed for research into
radionuclide cleanup technologies and radionuclide behavior in the environment. Such
research could assist in future cleanup and long-term stewardship issues.

??RFCAB would prefer that for those areas where contamination is below the near-
term cleanup levels, the end-state should become restricted use open space, thereby
allowing trails and picnic areas, but excluding permanent structures (i.e. baseball
diamonds, skateboard parks, etc.).??

Concerns and Comments:

RFCAB is concerned that DOE, EPA, and CDPHE remain open to setting cleanup
levels beyond any designated reuse.

RFCAB is concerned that, throughout the decision making process, comprehensive
public participation has been lacking, and that any further steps in the process
incorporate such participation.

Long-term stewardship issues have yet to be settled. RFCAB is concerned that any
decisions towards reuse should not be finalized until such issues are resolved, as such
issues are deeply involved in any reuse decision (e.g. is DOE willing to accept
stewardship?).
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Bob next gave a brief update on the stams of the various monitoring programs in terms of the discussions
occurring for the Integrated Monitoring Program. The site now views the monitoring program as one
requiring integration among the various media and has set up subcommittees for each environmental media
that meet separately and then periodically meet together to share ideas. Bob reported that he has looked at
the remaining Parker-Hall recommendations and transmitted them to each of the responsible media
subcommittees for discussion and resolution. Ken and Beverly asked that the results of the discussions be
shared with CAB as follow-up. Becanse the site is already looking at the remaining recommendations, CAB
will need to decide how to proceed in developing additional recommendations,
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Transition Task Force held an Open House to discuss reuse options and implementation strategies. The
affiliation of a number of those attendirgnindnded city governments, Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice
Center, Polyrock, CRESCO Properties, Environmental Information Network, and 10 citizens from
surrounding communities. A presentation was given concerning the background of the Transition Task
Force, how the reuse options and implementation strategies were formed, and the options and strategies
developed. Following the presentation, comments were taken on each of the options in written form. Using
poker chips, the implementation strategies were voted on.

The results of the comments and the implementation voting was then presented. The majority of comments
were placed on the Industrial Redevel nt rense option. These comments ranged from keeping jobs
within Jefferson county, to open space ming an impediment to W-470, to redevelopment being the only
option that will force DOE into cleaning the site to acceptable cleamp levels. At the other end of the
spectrum, the open space reuse. option received two comments concerning open space being the best use due
to the credibility of cleanup, and one comment addressing concerns over stewardship issues. Implementation
strategies received votes as follows:

o “Aggressive and Timely Reuse” - 9

s “Preserving Options” - 11

 “Hands Off" - 11

Natural Resource Management Policy: Thursday, March 26. A draft Natural Resource Management
Policy (NRMP) was distributed o elicit comments from various stakeholders. Topics included in the current
version of the NRMP include water resource management, air menitoring management, endangered and
threatened species ‘management, real property rights and uses, landfill management, vegetative management,
cultural resources, tours and visits, National Environmental Research Park, infrastructure, utilities,
environmental restoration, and Safeguards and security. Bach of these topics includes a current conditions
section and 2 current policy section. Comments from the stakeholders included adding a reintroduction
policy for species of concem, the inclusion of a future directions section to each topic, and includin
information concerning attempts at mineral rights acquisition under the real property rights topic. The
NRMP working group will attempt to incorporate all the comments received at this meeting by the April 9
meeting, Additional comments‘will be welcome at that meeting for incorporation into the NRMP befare its
release for public comment, eiéecwd on April 15.

Industrial Area Transition Task Force Open House: Wednesday, March 25, The Industriat Area l

<3
UPCOMING EVENTS AND CONFERENCES
We'd like to ask all Board membars to share with the CAB office any information you might have on upcoming
conferences and aevents, either here or out-of-state. CAB staff will notify you of meetings, conferences, etc. that
will be happening in the near future so Board members can gauge whether or not they want to participate. Just
contact any of us in the office (420-7855), and forward to us as much information as you have available. We'll try to
give plenty of natice so that evelw(]one can review and make requests for confcrence attendance.

X
3
.
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FROM THE STAFF . . . | ®

ROCKY FLATS CITIZENS ADVISORY BOARD
— WEEKLY FAX ¢«

4/20/98 - 4/24/98

M

THIS WEEK'S EVENTS:

+ Monday 4/20: 6 -8 p.m. - D&D / Closure Plan Focus Group, CAB office, 9035 Nerth ‘
: Wadsworth Parkway, Suite 2250, Westminster [
» Tuesday 4/21: 7-9pm. Plutonium Issues Focus Group, Westminster City Hall, lower-
level Multi-Purpase Room, 4800 West 92nd Avenue,
Westminster
» Wednesday 4/22: No meetings scheduled
* Thursday 4/23: T8D %.em Flars Local Impacts Initiative Board Meeting, Half-Day
treat
4-7pm Soil Action Levels Oversight Panel Work Session, Arvada City
Hall, Amn Campbell Room, 8101 Ralston Road, Arvada
» Friday 4/24: ) No meetings schednled ‘

SUMMARY - OTHER MEETINGS: -

Industrial Area Transition Task Force Meeting: Tuesday, April 14. This meeting was held to attemnpt to
reach consensus on a recommendation for the Industrial Area’s reuse and to recommend an implementation
strategy, utilizing public comment to make the decision. i

DeAnne Butterfield (RFLII) began the meeting by summarizing the public comments that had been received
between March 17 and April 3. Mary Harow, City of Westminster, noted that the camments suggest that the
citizens would prefer to see the site become open space. DeAnne replied that the purpose of the public
comment was not intended to solicit a vote, but instead to see if the task force is on the right track and
heading in the right direction. Another task force member also replied by stating that if the citizens were
better educated on the issues or had more time to think, they would most likely change their views to support
redevelopment of the Industrial Area, :

The next topic discussed Reuse Entity roles, essentially what type of entity has what powers. The discussion
was led by Ed Icenogle, of Ankele, Icenogle, Norton, and Seter, RELII's lawyers. The entities discussed fell
into two categories, Program Operations Entities and Physical Reuse Endties. Five entities fell into the
Program Operations category; a 501(c)(3) non-profit organization, a Colorado non-profit organization, a
Federal/Community organization, and an Intergovernmental Authority. The Physical Reuse Entities category
was comprised of a 63-20 Corporation, a Miscellancous Municipal Financing Structure, a Title 32 Special
District, and an Urban Renewal Aathority. A very brief summary was given on the powers each of the above
entities held. Ed Icenogle noted that the most appropriate method of choosing an entity would be to prepare
2 worksheet stating what the task farce would like the entity to be able to accomplish, and submit it to the
lawyers to make the selection based on legality.
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The next topic up for discussion involved a draft document thar will be submitted to DOE with the
recommendations, When they are decided upon. The task farce objectives and the contractor’s technical
analysis were ratified after some discussion. Other ratified topics included the restatement of expected
cleanup levels, as defined in the Future Site Use Working Group report; the request that ail remaining non-
contaminated infrastructure be removed with the possible exception of reusable buildings; and the intent to
identify an eatity to replace RFLI in the near term.

The next topic reached the meat of the meeting, the decision on implementation strategies and reuse options.
Immediately obvious was the fact that consensus would not be ed on 2 reuse option. The contention
was between the options of open space and redevelopment - those supporting redevelopment would definitely
not support open space and vice versa. At that point a decision was made to come back to the scenarios after
an attempt to reach consensus on an implementation strategy. Consensus was reached on the * ing
Options” strategy, although the “Aggressive and Timely Reuse” had some support within the task force.
“Preserving Options” was the only option that each of the task force members could live with, and this
option also showed support within the cornmumnity. Discussion over reuse scenarios - such as opea space,
eco-industrial park, and industrial park - was not revisited at this meeting and will not be revisited in the task
force except to decide on which scenarios should be preserved. We can all expect that this issue will be

" heatedly revisited nearer to site closure.

The next meeting will be held on May 12 to complete the iterns that were not discussed at this meeting and to
introdnce some new topics. The scenarios that should be preserved will be discussed, and a draft of the
recormmendations will be reviewed and an attempt to ratify them will be made.




Memorandum

To: Board Members
From: Brady Wilson DR AFT
Subject: Reuse Recommendation 98-7

Dated: May 1, 1998

Background:

In 1994 the Future Site Use Working Group (FSUWG) was convened to make
recommendations to DOE, CDPHE, and EPA regarding the future use of the Rocky Flats
site. In 1995 FSUWG recommended that the buffer zone become, and remain, open space;
that the industrial area become an employment center; and that the Federal government have
the long-term obligation to clean up RFETS to background levels when technology is
available. The Industrial Area Transition Task Force was convened in 1997 to follow up
on the recommendation by the Future Site Use Working Group that the Industrial Area (IA)
become an employment center. The Task Force has developed six reuse scenarios for the
industrial area and three implementation strategies, out of which a recommendation will be
formed. In light of the Industrial Area Transition Task Force’s upcoming reuse and
implementation strategy recommendation, RFCAB offers the following recommendations

concerning reuse and implementation.

Guiding Principles and Understandings:

e Human health, safety, and protection of the environment should be the most important
factors guiding decisions pertaining to cleanup and future site uses.

e Ultimate cleanup should be to background levels for radionuclides when technology
allows for cost-effective and environmentally sensitive procedures. Near-term cleanup
levels should be protective of human health, safety, and the environment.

e Due to uncertainty surrounding final site conditions, any actions taken now will affect
future site use options.

Point of Clarification:

e Background levels - as defined in the RFCAB recommendation 96-13, Cleanup

Principles and Critical Reporting Elements: A level that includes fallout from above

ground nuclear testing and naturally occurring radionuclides for the Front Range of
Colorado.

Recommendations:

1. RFCAB recommends that no new development or redevelopment take place at the site,
due to the possibility that disturbed soils could potentially release contamination into
communities.

2. RFCAB recommends that, regardless of reuse decisions and assuming economic
feasibility and environmental sensitivity, the near-term cleanup levels should be at least




as protective as the cleanup levels associated with the most stringent of potential reuse
scenarios available under CERCLA.

or
RFCAB recommends that, regardless of reuse decisions and assuming economic

feasibility and environmental sensitivity, the near-term cleanup levels be at least as
protective as residential reuse cleanup levels. However, the board in no way supports a
residential reuse for any part of the site.

3. RFCAB recommends that the site remain available for further cleanup to background
levels when technology permits environmentally sensitive and cost effective
procedures. The Federal Government should be instrumental in this research and

development.

5. Based on the information currently available, RFCAB recommends that the entire
Rocky Flats site (JA and BZ) end-state become limited access open space as long as
contamination levels remain above background. Such a use will preserve unique
ecological assets and allow for research into radionuclide cleanup technologies and

radionuclide migration.
RFCAB recognizes that this land use designation may be revisited in the future.

Concerns and Comments:

e« RFCAB is concerned that DOE, EPA, and CDPHE remain open to setting cleanup
levels beyond any designated reuse.

e RFCAB is concerned that, throughout the decision making process, comprehensive
public participation has been lacking, and that any further steps in the process
incorporate such participation.

¢ Long-term stewardship issues have yet to be settled. RFCAB is concerned that any
decisions towards reuse should not be finalized until such issues are resolved, as such
issues are deeply involved in any reuse decision (e.g. is DOE willing to accept

stewardship?). :




Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board

Assumptions .

Concerns Incorporated into

2 Recommendation

H Definitions and Terminology

m Two Options for the Second Statement in
the Recommendation

m Statement S

= Assumptions

CAB wants cleanup levels as low as
{ possible, eventually to Front Range
1 background levels.

m CAB will not accept cleanup levels above
those associated with residential reuse.

m CAB does not support any development
and/or redevelopment of the site.

ABicky Flats Citizens Advisory Board S8

5/1/98
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&ﬁyumpz‘zons (continued)

An open space reuse has the strongest
{ support within the CAB.

§ “Preserving Options” strategy is strongly
supported.

beky Flats Citizens Advisory Board 5/1/98 3

ncems Incorpomted
Use of Industrial Area Transition Task
Force’s “Preserving Options” title.
Keeping some consistency with RFLII to
help weight our recommendations.

m What types of open space to recommend
and where to recommend them.

* Limited Access Open Space
* Restricted Use Open Space
» Unrestricted Use Open Space

5/1/98
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; Against the use of any reuse designations -
other than open space.

Recommending a near-term cleanup level

without suggesting a reuse scenario other
than open space.

m Use ALARA or RSALs to present a
recommended cleanup level?

G2cky Flats Citzans Advisary Board s1/58 5

Béfinitions and Terminology

.{W N Ck & - =SS
R o

W Limited Access Open Space
* Access approved for research only
Restricted Use Open Space

* Trails and temporary structures only
— picnic tables and portable restrooms

® Unrestricted Use Open Space

e Permanent structures allowed
— ballparks, restrooms, and paved parks

Ry Flats Citzans Adviscry Board ) &

5/1/98 3




Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board

Fwo Optzons for Second Statement in the

N First Option uses residential cleanup
levels and adds a clause stating that CAB
% does not support residential reuse.

m Second Option attempts to indicate
residential cleanup levels without using
the word residential.

Limited Access vs. Restricted Use
§ What should be designated and where?

m Which would be more protective?

A Fars Citizens Advisory Board 51/38

5/1/98
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Rocky FLATS CITIZENS ADVISORY BoARDp ®

An Advisory Board to the U.S. Department of Energy

Recommendation on the Endstate Reuse
of the Entire Rocky Flats Site

June 5, 1998

Background

In 1994 the Future Site Use Working Group (FSUWG) was convened to make

recommendations to DOE, CDPHE, and EPA regarding the future use of the Rocky Flats

site. In 1995 FSUWG recommended that the buffer zone become, and remain, open space;

that the industrial area become an employment center; and that the Federal government have

the long-term obligation to clean up RFETS to background levels when technology is

available. The Industrial Area Transition Task Force was convened in 1997 to follow up

on the recommendation by the Future Site Use Working Group that the Industrial Area (TA) _
become an employment center. The Task Force has-developed six reuse scenarios for the

industrial area and three implementation strategies, out of which a recommendation will be ‘
formed. In light of the Industrial Area Transition Task Force’s upcoming reuse and

implernentation strategy recommendation, RFCAB offers the following recommendations

concerning reuse and implementation.

Guiding Principles and Understandings

e Human health, safety, and protection of the environment should be the most important
factors guiding decisions pertaining to cleanup and future site uses.

* Ulumate cleanup should be to background levels for radionuclides when technology
allows for cost-effective and environmentally sensitive procedures. Near-term cleanup
levels should be protective of human health, safety, and the environment.

o Due to uncertainty surrounding final site conditions, any actions taken now will affect
future site use options. .

Recommendations

1. RFCAB recommends that the RFETS endstate become open space. All buildings
onsite should be demolished and no new development or redevelopment take place
anywhere on the Rocky Flats site, buffer zone and industrial area included. We are
concerned that the additional disturbance of soils could potentially release contamination
into neighboring communities. Unique ecological assets could also be further disturbed
due to new construction, beyond those associated with D&D activities. The specific
type of open space should be determined in the future when final site conditions are
clearer. .

9035 Wadsworth Parkway Suite 2250 » Westminster. Colorado 80021 » 303-420-7855 e Fax 303-420-7579



2. RFCAB recommends that the agencies initiate comprehensive public education and
. involvement to determine the public’s vision of the Rocky Flats site end state, before a
specific type of open space is determined. Long-term stewardship, final cleanup levels,
actinide migration, and the presence/absence of caps are several issues that require
clarification and public participation.
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too costly and ecologically harmful to implement. Treatment of water immediately upstream of Indiana
Street was rejected for the same reasons. The site has chosen to continue observation and to continue
progress on the site actinide migration study as the only courses of action. The first concern expressed by
focus group members was over the sampling methods used by the site to determine a 30-day moving
average. Sampling onsite is flow-paced, ing that as a certain volume of water passes the sampling point
a 200 ml grab sample is taken (i.e., one sample for every 25 million gallans). Historic data was used to
determine the volume of water for the flow-pacing. The samples are combined into & carboy which is
analyzed. The moving averages are, therefore, based on fewer than 10 samples in most cases. The focus
group suggested keeping the grab samples separate, splitting those samples, and combining the splits for
analysis with the original samples held in reserve until the analysis is retarned. The reserve samples could
then be analyzed separately, if an elevated level or an exceedance was discovered, to determine more
accurately when the exceedance/elevated levels occurred. The second concern expressed was that the site
continue to find the “silver bullets.” The majority of the work in the report was attempts to find a single
large source, not to determine the most important of the smaller sources. This work is continuing onsite.
The last concern expressed was over chemical monitoring in the drainages. High levels of sulfates and/or
carbonates change the solubility of plutonivm and americium. The site analyzes samples for chemistry four
times a year. The chemical samples have historically shown seasonal variation. The site will discuss chemical

effects on radionuclides with the Actinide Migration Studies to determine a chemical sampling routine if one
is warranted. o Bes ‘o . .

The Transition Task Force report, From Swords to Plows?_:g is currently ont for public comment. The task
force recommends that all buildings onsite mo or otherwise removed from the site. The task force
also recommends that all potential development impediments be removed from the site, in preparation for
development if it becomes the chosen reuse option in the future. The task force recommends that the
cleanup levels be set for industrial reuse for the same reasons as above, and they recommend that a reuse
entity be established immediately to act as a focal point for DOE to communicate with o all issues that relate
to the conditions of closure. The focns group expressed their surprise with the recommendations and their
approval of the task force’s work. Stewardship issues were a concem. of the focus group until it was stated
that this issues was side-stepped by stating that the land would fall under local governmental control as
opposed to local government ownership. g

CAB’s 1999 work plan development began with the statement that CAB;is most effective when addressing
major policy issues. With this in mind, the focus group began to coms up with issues that should be

in 1999. Coming up scon will be DOE/Kaiser-Hill's three-year D&D prioritization strategy for
D&D of buildings. This item will carry over into FY99 and, as a policy issue, deserves the Board's attention.
Buffer zone management and environmental remediation (ER). projects:(i.e., 903 Pad and Plume remediation
projects) are projects that needs stakeholder direction and will be included in the work plan. Because the
Actinide Migration Studies effect all of the ER projects onsite, this will also be inchu Waste management
is another issue that may be included. The D&D document'review will be passed on to the D&D
Stakeholdesrs meetings, perhaps with an ad hoc group to afldmss“ted flag” issues.

The next D&D / Closure Plan Focus Mesting will be'on August 17, 6 p.m. in the CAB office. Focus
group members will continue developing the 1999 work plan and will review the 771 Cluster DOP if it
becomes available by then. ST e

Ptutonium Issues Focus Group: Tuesday, July 21. The Focus Group met for its monthly meeting with a
lengthy agenda. The meeting began with general opdates. First, Kea Korkia reported that 11 pro%zsals by
firms interested in performing the technical review of the Soil Action Leyels have been received. The
proposal evaluation committee is reviewing the proposals. Selection of § contractor will be made by August
13, with work commencing the first part of September. Ken also distribatad copies of the latest Defense
Board weekly reports, a copy of a response letter from DOE-RFFO Manager Jessie Roberson concerning the

use of new technologies to perform characterization of soil contamination at the site. This letter was in

nse to a letter drafted from the Focus Group and approved by CARB pagsing along information on a
global positioning satellite portable detection system that the Focus Group thought might be applicable for
use at Rocky Flais. Jessie stated that the site is investing similar technology, but warned that lete
characterization of the site is likely to remain an impossibility. Finally, Ken distributed a work sheet to the
Focus Group members concerning development of a work plan for 1999. Members were asked to fill out the

work plan worksheet in preparation for discussion at next month's meeting.




CITIZENS' COMMENTS
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Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center
P.O. Box 1156, Boulder, CO 80306 U.S.A. (303)444-6981 FAX(303)444-6523

16 March 1998

To: Mr. Will Neff, RFLII Prograzh Coordinator
From: LeRoy Moore, Ph.D. /, 2
RE Rock Flats Industrial’Ar s{tion Project

On Friday, 13 March, [ had the opportunity to hear a presentation by DeAnne
Butterfield on the Industrial Area Reuse proposal at a meeting of Plan Boulder
County. I also received a copy of the Public Information Packet. I appreciate very
much the opportunity to comment on this project. The following remarks repeat and
elaborate on comments I made on 13 March. Please share these remarks with the
Task Force members.

1) This project is offered as a logical extension of the work of the Rocky Flats Future
Site Use Working Group, of which I was a member, but in fact it misrepresents the
recommendations of that group.

¢ The Information Packet says the FSUWG "recommended that, following cleanup, a
portion of the industrial area should be maintained as an employment center and
the buffer zone preserved and managed as open space." -

¢ What is absent from the Packet as well as from the presentation I heard is any
reference to the very specific recommendation regarding cleanup made by the
FSUWG, namely, that the site be cleaned to average background radiation level
when it becomes technologically and economically possible to do this in an
environmentally responsible manner. The FSUWG stated forthrightly that this
should be the long-term goal and that members of the Group were willing to wait
for as long as necessary to reach this goal.

2) The FSUWG recommendation that the industrial zone might become an
employment center was part of a consensus package that also included the Group's
cleanup recommendation. The future-use recommendation therefore should not be
divorced from the cleanup recommendation. From the perspective of a commitment
to the long-term cleanup goal, Rocky Flats could become a laboratory for studying
the characteristics of a site contaminated with plutonium and other radionuclides
and a setting for the development of technoiogies to remediate these very conditions.

3) The decision by DOE to reject the FSUWG cleariup recommendation in effect annuls
the FSUWG recommendation about industrial area reuse.

4) None of the six future use scenarios proposed by the Industrial Area Transition
Task Force fits the combined recommendations of the FSUWG, though restricted Open
Space comes closest.

S) Itis a mistake to assume that parts of the Rocky Flats site are not contaminated.
Prof. F. Ward Whicker of CSU found plutonium two to three times average background
level in soil samples taken near a trailhead northwest of the Rocky Flats site — that

is, at a location upwind of Rocky Flats most of the time, downwind only occasionally.
The western half of the buffer zone, which is closer to the site's industrial core than
the area where Whicker took samples, must be contaminated at least to this same
extent, in places probably to a higher level.



6) Minuscule particles of plutonium can be harmful to one's health if inhaled (see
the photo and caption below from Robert Del Tredici's At Work in the Fields of the
Bomb [1987]). This plus the fact that plutonium-239 has a half-life of in excess of
24,000 years means that even small quantities of this material left in the Rocky Flats
environment pose an essentially permanent danger to anyone who comes to this area
any time in the future. Hence, the wisdom of the FSUWG cleanup recommendation.

7) The late Dr. Edward Martell, the NCAR scientist who first attracted attention to
contamination problems at Rocky Flats when he found elevated amounts of -
plutonium in soil off the site after the 1969 fire, defined contamination as any
addition to natural background radiation levels. A lifetime student of radiation, he
maintained that aeons of evolution had equipped our organisms to live in an uneasy
balance with natural levels of radiation, but that adding to this natural burden would
have long-term effects in the form of illness, deformity, and premature death.
Perhaps we should all be as cautious about radiation as Martell.

8) The Industrial Area Transition Task Force would be well advised to reconsider its
proposals and to reiterate the FSUWG cleanup recommendation as a desirable long-
term goal. The Task Force could then propose a reuse scenario similar to what is
outlined in point 2 above. This could provide the best of both possible worlds, the
world of site cleanup and the world of on-site employment with attendant economic
benefit.

39. Particle of Plutonium The black star in the middle of the piclure shows ihe lracks made by alpha rays emilted
from a particle of plutonium-239 1n the lung lissue of an ape. The alpha rays do not trave! very far. but once inside the
body. they can penetrate more than 10.000 cells within their range This set of atpha tracks (magmiied 500 times)
occurred over a 48-hour period The plutonum particle that emitted them has a hall-hie of 24, 400 years Lawrence
Radiation Laboratory. Berkeley. Cantorria. September 20. 1982.




THE ROCKY FLATS LOCAL IMPACTS INITIATIVE .

5460 Ward Road, Suite 205 Phone: (303) 940-6090
Arvada, Colorado 80002 ' Fax:  (303) 940-6088

March 30, 1998

LeRoy Moore

Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center
PO Box 1156

Boulder, CO 80306

Dear LeRoy:

Thank you for taking the time to comment on the work of the Industrial Area
Task Force.

Based on discussions at Task Force meetings and public participation, it is clear
that safe and stringent clean up of Rocky Flats is a priority for citizens of this
community, and certainly a prerequisite to reuse. All the reuse scenarios now being
considered by the Industrial Area Transition Task Force assume that plutonium and
wastes will be moved off the site and that soil and water will be cleaned to levels that
are both safe and feasible. Please be assured that the FSUWG recommendation to keep ‘
the door open to additional cleanup is known and has been discussed by the Task Force.
The final written report of the Industrial Area Transition Task Force will contain much
information~such as the FSUWG recommendations—that cannot be sufficiently
summarized in a 20-minute verbal presentation or a four-page brochure.

I have a different interpretation than yours of the recommendations of the Future
Site Use Working Group, on which we both served. While the Working Group did
recommend that the site ultimately be cleaned to background if possible, it included
with this statement a recognition that this may take many generations to achieve
because of cost, unavailability of technology, and risk to the natural environment using
current methods. Further, it clearly stated on page 18 that what it referred to as "initial
cleanup” should be done in the short term to "achieve substantial cleanup,” that it
should result in a site that could become public access open space and an employment
center, and that it should be done in ways to reduce immediate risks but not jeopardize

the natural resources.

Your statement that the "future-use recommendation should not be divorced
from the [background] cleanup recommendation” suggests that your interpretation is
that no action should be taken at Rocky Flats until it can be cleaned to background.
This was not the consensus of the Working Group. Nor did the Working Group set a
standard of background as a prerequisite to reuse. The Working Group even endorsed




reuse of some Rocky Flats facilities prior to completion of the initial cleanup. By stating
that we were willing to wait "as long as necessary" to achieve cleanup to background, I
do not believe the Working Group members intended to wait generations for initial risk

reduction, cleanup or reuse.

I also do not agree that by DOE failing to adopt a cleanup standard of
background levels, the community rejected the Working Group recommendations. I
was certainly disappointed in the way our report was met with silence at DOE and their
paltry response to many of our recommendations, but that is not grounds to reject the
Working Group report. Rather, we should keep advocating for its implementation. For
example, permanent preservation of the buffer zone as open space has become a
widespread goal and need not be jeopardized over disagreements on other issues.

Thank you for the information about plutonium in soil. Iagree that plutonium
can be harmful. Thatis Why I believe we should be vigilant with DOE about an initial
cleanup for which there is money and technology today. Iam not willing to tolerate
high levels of plutonium in the water and soil just because they cannot currently be
remediated to background levels. I agree that the federal government must have a long
term obligation for stewardship of this land, including additional cleanup when this is
possible. However, I am not wﬂlmg to hold the citizens' health and safety hostage in

the meantime.

. Smcerel Y
cOC

Emily Hohday
Co-Chair
Industrial Area Transition Task Force

cc:  Industrial Area Transition Task Force
Future Site Use Working Group members
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Westminster, CO |
80021
March 24, 1998 10

Ms. DeAnne Butterfield

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
5460 Ward Road

Suite 205

Arvada, CO 80002

RE: Rocky Flats Buffer Zone

Dear DeAnne:
Just a note to follow-up on your March 20, 1998 informative report to the Jefferson Economic Council.

During the future site use meetings, you will recall that we discussed all mineral rights ownership’s at the 6,000 acre
Rocky Flats facility. We discussed that those mineral ownership’s are property rights and need to be respected,or
purchased outright. We discussed these by using the Army Corps of Engineers Mineral Ownership Map specifically
designed for the Rocky Flats Facility. We discussed future mineral recovery potentials such as: sand, gravel, clay,
rock, gas, oil, and even coal. We discussed the positive residual benefits of sand, gravel and clay mining to provide
water reservoir storage wild life refuge etc....

The purpose for this letter is to follow up with you to make sure this does not fall through the cracks.

Charles C. McKay

CCM/kma

cc: Perry McKay
Siri Olsen




INDUSTRIAL AREA TRANSITION PROJECT PUBLIC COMMENT LOG

2/25/98
Ida Mae Walters, former 10-year RF employee, requests that the Industrial Area be left
as open space. Her opinion is derived from her concern about future developers

unearthing contamination. Phone: 988-0665.

3/24/98

Anne Beers requests that the Industrial Area be left as open space and/or awildlife

- preserve. She would prefer an aggressive community approach toward management
and preservation. Address: 4070 Argonne St., Denver 80249

I



Post Office Box 741376 Arvada, CO 80006 (303) 966-9680 Fax (303) 966-5713

March 25, 1998

Industrial Area Transition Task Force
Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
. 5460 Ward Road, Suite 205

Arvada, CO 80004

Subject: Future Use of the Rocky Flats Site.
Reference: Notice of an Open House and request for input on the Subject matter.

The present surge in construction activity along the Front Range serves notice that the
present Rocky Flats industrial site will be a precious commodity in another 20 years.
Responsible public officials and community leaders should take actions now to preserve
the potential to use this land to generate tax revenue for local communities and thereby
reduce the future tax burden on individuals. This benefit is due the local citizenry for
accommodating the presence of this important but troublesome plant for 40 years.

The fact that this land was used for 40 years for industrial purposes without creating
substantive harm to the surrounding communities is a strong indication that future
industrial use can also be accommodated. It also demonstrates to prospective industries
that the land can function as an industrial site, although certain improvements to the
infrastructure will be required.

In order to properly develop the potential of this site for industrial use a “Rocky Flats
Regional Industrial Commission” should be established, probably by the State
Legislature. Its principal mission would be to bring about all the conditions precedent to
the establishment of an Industrial District on the present site. This Commission could be
a successor to the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative, which is due to terminate soon,
and fulfill the functions of the Community Reuse Organization that the Department of
Energy supports around its major US sites.

A suggested founding premise of the Commission is to offer local communities the
opportunity to participate and benefit in proportion to their population as a function of
distance from Rocky Flats. For example, the population within a 15 mile radius of the
site could be totaled and the percentage of that total represented by individual cities and
counties would dictate their level of participation and benefit from any future
disbursements from the District. Voters in these cities and counties could authorize or
reject their respective participation. Commissioners would be appointed proportionately.




Future Use of Rocky Flats March 25, 1998

The Commission would serve many purposes, some of which are listed below:

1. Keep attention and pressure on site officials to complete site cleanup and do so in a
way that preserves the future industrial use potential.

2. Interface with the State and Federal Government to effect land transfer and negotiate
liability issues with respect to residual contaminants from prior use.

3. Develop the industrial site, including provision of infrastructure, identification of
client industries, execution of leases, sale of property, landlord functions, etc.

4. Assure effective environmental controls both for past contaminants and for new
industries.

5. Provide an interface between the new industrial activities and any remaining cleanup

. activities as well as buffer zone access and activity.

The Commission and the District should be established and become engaged as soon as
possible. The land and buildings within the present industrial site that were never used
for weapons manufacturing and are no longer needed by the DOE could be ceded to the
district immediately. Funding for the District would be provided by the participating
cities and counties in proportion to their representation. DOE would fund any CRO
activities it requests.

This suggestion is made by a local small business person who is a third-generation
Coloradoan and whose fourth and fifth generation offspring also live in the Front Range.
It is made from a desire to preserve the opportunity for these future generations to
continue to live in our beautiful state as a result of the jobs that would result, and to do so
economically as a result of the tax avoidance that will be possible if industries are here to
contribute to the tax base.

The suggestion is intended to stimulate both discussion and action. If others desire to
accomplish the suggested outcome, the below signed is willing to volunteer time to work
with them to further develop the concept.

j truly yours

Dennis R. Floyd
President



3124 West 62™ Ave.
Denver, Colorado 80221

LI RN S N 'Y

March 25, 1998

Re: Rocky Flats Future Industry Development
To those that can hopefully make a rational decision:
We have a real difficuit time trying to figure out why anyone would want to make Rocky Flats into

an grassy field again. The Department of Defense has spent a tremendous amount of money putting
in roads, sewer, water, electrical, telephone and who knows what else the DOD might have put in.

Its a perfect industrial site.

- Then there is the fact that burying the place takes a lower level off cleanup of radio active material.
Why would we let DOD off the hook.

It seems to us we need the tax revenue that a strong industry will bring to pay for more open space,
_parks, etc. in areas that people will use.

" Sincerely,

= g \ | :
Leland E Gillan Perditta C. Gillan

Citizemforcommonseme C -‘0--..0.0.ooo...o....obocn..lo




March 25, 1998

Dear Task Force Members:

My comments on scenarios (uses of the Industrial Area after completion of cleanup and

plutonium ren removal) are: . S
Tes indeosTon| - packe ~ i JLok /24D
CanTes

My comments on imyslementation strategies (timing) of teuse of the Industrial Area,
1) slow “hands-off’f, 2) medium "preservmg ophgniﬂfast “aggressive and timely
reuse”: =

My other comments:
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Name (optlonal)

Thank you for taking the time to provide us with your input. You can either leave your

comments in the suggestion box on your way out tonight, or amil them to RFLII at: 5460

Ward Road, Suite 205, Arvada, CO 80002, or fax it to RFLII at 303/940-6088.




March 25, 1998 .

Dear Task Force Members:

My comments on scenarios (uses of the Industrial Area after completion of cleanup and

plutonium removal) are: od
) Thew wil be o — lardarcls o

%ﬁkw cpsie — o radurelepren,

My comments on implementation strategies (timing) of reuse of the Industrial Area,
1) slow “hands-off”, 2) medium “preserving options”, 3) fast “aggressive and timely

72,
.

- / :‘!’Eﬁnhli‘-r;-'g.,.-.;‘ Ayl R
the time fo provide us with your input. You can either leave your

Thank you for taking
comments in the suggestion box on your way out tonight, or amil them to RFLII at: 5460

Ward Road, Suite 205, Arvada, CO 80002, or fax it to RFLII at 303 /940-6088.




March 25, 1998

Dear Task Force Members:

My comments on scenarios (uses of the Industrial Area after completion of cleanup and
plutonium removal) are:

I have heard about the massive development the Jefferson Center has in mind in conjunction
with the City of Arvada. I believe all of the area west of Highway 93 and some of the area east
of Highway 93 should be preserved as it is now because of the uniqueness of the area. It appears
Jefferson Center and Arvada plan to use Rocky Flats and possible federal infrastructure funding
to further their massive development aspirations. Maybe the Future Site Use Working Group
wanted an employment center, but if you would let the taxpayers vote, I think you would find a
very different result which opposes sprawl. Consequently, I vote for Option 6

My comments on implementation strategies (timing) of reuse of the Industrial Area,
1) slow “hands-off”, 2) medium “preserving options”, 3) fast “aggressive and timely
reuse”:

I am not in favor of any of the three strategies. You mention market force in “C.” With the
explosive growth in the area, the biggest desire of taxpayers will be to preserve the vanishing
vistas that we have here. :

My other comments:

Arvada and Jefferson Center want to bring utilities along Highway 72 and then north along
Highway 93 and hope to get federal money to help. Bringing utilities in from the east would
be O.K. Westerly utilities (Hwy 93) will only spur developement of all of the pristine moun-

tain backdrop and plains to the east.
Sincerely,

Your Name (optional)

Thank you for taking the time to provide us with your input. You can either leave your
comments in the suggestion box an your way out tonight, or amil themn to RFLII at: 5460
Ward Road, Suite 205, Arvada, CO 80002, or fax it to RFLII at 303 /940-6088.



March 25, 1998

Dear Task Force Members:

My comments on scenarios (uses of the Industrial Area after completion of cleanup and
plutonium removal) are:

The entire area, buffer zone and industrial area, should be
cleaned to industrial standards and used only as open space,
as the Rocky Mountain Arsemnal has been reclaimed.

My comments on implementation strategies (timing) of reuse of the Industrial Area,
1) slow “hands-off”, 2) medium “preserving options”, 3) fast “aggressive and timely
reuse”:
None of the strategies really fits the goal of preserving
the area in a natural state, coordinating with the larger
goal expressed by many citizens of the region to preserve this
northern area of the county in a natural state. Wildlife,
rare native grasses, scenic vistas, etc., should be saved.
Encouraging development and using federal funds to help fuel
development on-site will in turn fuel development in the

My BtREPHA ARG tErea -

Bo mot rush the cleanup; do it carefully and thoroughly.
Preserve the entire site as open space.

Sincerely,

Your Name (optional)

Thank you for taking the time to provide us with your input. You can either leave your
comments in the suggestion box on your way out tonight, or amil them to RFLII at: 5460
Woard Road, Suite 205, Arvada, CO 80002, or fax it to RFLII at 303 /940-6088.




March 25, 1998

Dear Task Force Members:

My comments on scenarios (uses of the Indusmal Area after completion of cleanup and

phnbnnunranovd)am Number 1 option best. It seems to me that this might
generate some private money to aid in cleanup. . It would be good if a par
of the infrastructure could be preserved and maintained. Options 2 and 3
would not necessarily be precluded. #4 is too uncertain. #5 would be a

continuing "black hole" for public money. #6 a2 waste.

My comments on implementation strategies (ummg) of reuse of the Industrial Area,

1) slow “hands-off”, 2) medium “preserving options”, 3) fast “aggressive and timely

reuse”: #3 for some of the same reasons stated above.

This would not necessarily eliminate #2 as a possibility for part of the
area.

My other comments: This would be a near perfect for industrial use
by virtue of the large surrounding buffer. Alot of "NIMBY"
problems for similar developement in other places would be

. automatically eliminated.

Sincerely,

L

Your Narmne (opuonal)
1005 Ralsterr K

Thank you for taking the time to provide us with your input. You can either leave your
comments in the suggestion box on your way out tonight, or amil them to RFLII at: 5460
Ward Road, Suite 205, Arvada, CO 80002, or fax it to RFLII at 303 /940-6088.



501 Aurora Avenue
Boulder, Colorado 80302
March 29, 1998

Mr. Will Neff

RFLII Program Coordinator
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada, Colorado 80002

Dear Mr. Neff:

Thank you for soliciting public comment on the Rocky Flats Reuse Planning process. Recently I
attended a very informative presentation by DeAnne Butterfield at which she distributed copies of
the Industrial Area Transition Task Force's Public Information Packet. My comments follow.

Your Public Information Packet of 2-26-98 includes "A Word About Open Space.” This
recommendation, to locate economic activity elsewhere and to utilize the entire Rocky Flats area
as open space, has my wholehearted support. We know that preservation of the mountain
backdrop and extensive open space in the plains of Boulder County have been key to the
economic vitality of the region. We also know that without immediately adjacent residential and
retail land uses, with requisite schools and other public.services, a 300 acre employment "island”
surrounded by open space would exacerbate traffic and air quality problems region-wide. This
would be the case with or without new roads. All workers would have to commute; they would

have no other option.

All scenarios and options, save that for open space, imply one or another kind of isolated
development which could better occur elsewhere, closer to existing urban services and facilities,

and to residential opportunities for employees.

Finally, preserving Rocky Flats artifacts and documents in a museum and archwve is an excellent
idea. Such a collection should be in an easily accessible central location, perhaps in downtown
Denver near public transit and other popular destinations.

You and the Task Force have my best wishes in your endeavors to plan the best future for Rocky
Flats.

Sincerely yours,

%M

Sara Michl




(303) 469-2534

10

(303) 469-1873

March 31, 1998

Ms. DeAnne Butterfield

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
5460 Ward Road .

Suite 205

Arvada, CO 80002

RE: Potable Water/ Rocky Flats

Dear DeAnne:

As you discuss present and future utilities problems and opportunities with the folks at Rocky Flats, please note one
of the following agreements between Rocky Flats and McKay’s. In a Federal Court a supervised settlement
agreement was signed, in which Rocky Flats agreed to funish McKay’s 20,000 gallons per day of potable water for

10050 Wadsworth Blvd. Fax: (303) 4694293

Westminster, CO
80021

10

their development on Highway 93. This 20,000 gallons per day commitment has no end date on it

I'm sure yirat there are creative ways this problem can be solved down the line.

Yours fruly,

C CH MNCH
|l

Ch . McKay

CCM/kma



2832 S. Vrain St.
Denver, CO 80236-2115
April 1, 1998

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
5460 Ward Rd., Suite 205
Arvada, CO 80002

Dear Friends,

Thank you for your careful research on the possible re-use
of Rocky Flats. I was impressed with the exhibits and the
presentations at your March 25 meeting, which I attended
at the invitation of Joseph Dunn.

I have one comment regarding Option #5, which I didn't
have the opportunity to make last week.

While I did not sense any great enthusiasm for a possible
Cold War Museum and Archive, I do wish to register a

negative response in case any such enthusiasm should

arise! I would raise the question: Who would be responsible

for "interpreting the Cold War"? As one who was greatly
involved in protesting nuclear weapons production at Rocky
Flats, I would respond very warily to the Pentagon as

interpreter!

Of course, I realize that your role is only to recommend
possible site uses; but perhaps you would be handing on
citizens' comments to those responsible for carrying out

any of the options.

Some time ago, I heard that the University of Colorado at
Boulder had requested the holdings of the American Friends
Service Committee regarding peace activities opposing Rocky
Flats and related weapons development. In my opinion,

C.U. would be a better repository for documentation on
Rocky Flats vis-3-vis the peace movement than a Cold War

Museum would be.

All the best to you as you continue your work.

Sincerely,

ety Jpoe, 1T

Cecily Johes, S. L.

T S e Wy o A et
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[ SAICEPD, 05:47 PM 4/2/98 E, Rocky Flats Infrastructure

Return-Path: <SAICEPDRaol.com>

From: SAICEPD <SAICEPD@aol.com>

Date: Thu, 2 Apr 1998 17:47:29 EST

To: will@rflii.org

Cc: roger.l.davenport@cpmx.saic.com, ed-t@ci.arvada.co.us,
wsk@ix.netcom.com

Subject: Rocky Flats Infrastructure

From: Roger Davenport
President, Apple Meadows Coalition

The Apple Meadows Coalition represents the 476 households of the Apple

Meadows

Subdivision just North of North Table Mountain. We oppose the
development of

further infrastructure to Rocky Flats. We think that the best

interests of
the Denver Metro Area would be best served if the entire Rocky Flats

plant and

buffer zone is left as open space. Heavy industrial development on
the Rocky

Flats mesa would result in unacceptable traffic and pollution, and
would

encourage sprawl. Development in that area would also lead to

disturbance of
already contaminated land on the mesa which could present a health

hazard to
our community and others downwind from the site.

The Rocky Flats site is unique. Not only is it a 51gn1f1cant wildlife
habitat, but also some of the only remaining tall-grass prairie in the

entire
area. It forms a unique visual foreground to the mountains and serves

as a
buffer between Boulder and Arvada.

We feel that it is inappropriate for federal funds to be used to

develop

infrastructure that would only lead to the destruction of this unique
and

valuable resource. Instead, we would urge the U.S. government to
preserve

this area for the enjoyment of future generations.
Sincerely,

Roger Davenport
‘roger. l.davenport@cpmx.saic.com

[ Printed for Will Neff <will@rflii.org> 1 |
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FAX TRANSMITTAL COVER SHEET

CARRON A. MEANEY, Ph.D.
777 Juniper Avenue
Boulder, Colorado 80304
Phone 444-2299
FAX 442-0387

TO: 940-6088
FROM: Carron Meaney
DATE: 4/2/98
NUMBER OF PAGES: 1

To Whom it May Conccrn:

I have worked out at Rocky Flats conducting biological work, and consider
it to be outstanding wildlifc habitat. There is high biodiversity, not to
mention the presence of a rarc mammal, Preble’s meadow jumping moause.

At the same time development is occurring so rapidly all along the Front
Range and pcople are clamoring for opcn spaces.

Pleasc register my strong feelings and opinion that both the industrial core
and the buffer zonc at RFETS should be preserved for open space.

Sincerely,

Carron Mcaney,
Research Associate, Denver Muscum of Natural History and
University of Colorado Museum




. Arvada CO 80002

ARocky Flats Local Impact Initiative

5460 Ward Rd., Suite 205
FAX: 940-6088
Gentlemen;

T am most concerned about any plans by Arvada to expand its
rgphere of influence’ and developed area either inside the current
Federal Reservationtat Rocky Flats or anywhere along SE 93 north of
its iptersection with SH 72. The City Government of Arvada has
demonstrated its aggressive arrxogance by annexing land far west of
its present service’ area in the foothills along SH 72, but joining
into the horrendous, sprawl-inducing concept of the Jefferson
Center, and by threatening, over vociferous local objections, to
push 72nd St. west through an area that is a much loved park. As a
Boulder residents, ‘these actions are threatening to my vision of
the mountain backdrop west of Rocky Flats, to my access to westerm
Denver over SH 93,."and to the businesses that I frequent here in
Boulder, which alréady suffer competition from enormous -pew malls
and commercial develcpments along Highway 36. The Jefferson Center
will make SH 93 into another 36, and that is an envirommental and
esthetic disaster of the first magnitude! _

If the Federal Government decides to allow industrial
development to occur either within the present industrialized zone
of the Rocky Flats Plant or on the western boundary of it, Arvada
would be the provider of water and sewer and that provision will
easily set the stage for further ‘annexations and development within
the Jefferson Center, which is today stymied by the costs of
providing such service without an assured clientele. There is no
doubt in my mind that this is Arvada’s preferred scenario. The
Pederal Government should not be, as it would, in the position of
subsidizing this sort of development. In addition, it isn’t clear
to me that the clean-up of the highly centaminated ground around
the Flats Plant can take place in any reasonable time or to a level
of cleanliness that most rational pecople would consider adequate
for the long-term health of those working there,

Tnstead of development, I believe that the Rocky Flats Plant
area and its surrounding buffer zone should be allowed to remain as
open space, de facto or legislated. I understand that this is the
position of the govermments of Broomfield and Westminster. No
arrangement must be made that would allow or subsidize the
extension of services from Arxrvada to the parts of the Rocky Flats
reservation in question. )

" Thanks for your consideration of this opinion.

rk Cunni m

1842 Canyon Blvd. #204

‘Boulder CO 80302

a39-35 19
cc: Congressman David Skaggs.
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Mary C. Hill
6532 Flagstaff Rd.
Boulder, CO 80302

April 2, 1998
Rocky Flats Local Impact initiative

Dear Sir or Madam:

As a resident of Boulder County, 1 would like to register my prefcrence that Rocky Flats

be renovated to an undeveloped wildlife prescrve, and that no sewer lines be exten
serve the property.

Sincerely,

Mary C. Hill

T
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To: RFLII

From: 4-3-98 2:83pm

p. 20f B

April 3, 1998

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative via fax 940-8088
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada, CO 80002

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We are pleased to have the opportunity to comment on the report of the
Industrial Transition Task Force and its suggested Implementation Strategies. Our
homes and communities are located close to Rocky Flats - to the west and
southwest. What occurs in this area has a significant impact not only on our
quality of life and the enjoyment of our property, but also on other nearby
communities and the larger Denver metropolitan area as well. The scenic open
space in and around Rocky Flats is of regional importance. It is enjoyed by many
metro-area residents driving along Indiana, Highways 72 and 128, and the Foothills
Highway (SH 93). Both the plains around Rocky Flats and the Mountain Backdrop
are visible from many sections of the metro area, even as far away as DIA.

As a result, our communities have become very concerned about the public
and private stewardship of the lands in and around Rocky Flats. For example, we
have been working with Jefferson County and the City of Arvada to replace the
current unbalanced Jefferson Center Plan with a more balanced and appropriate
plan for the area. As you probably know, the Jefferson Center Plan covers some
18,000 acres wrapping around the west, south, and portions of the east
boundaries of the Rocky Flats federal site.

& - .
The principles guiding our recommendations are as follows.

1. Al la use and transportation planning for this entire area should be
coordinated among the jurisdictions and communities surrounding Rocky Flats,
and our communities should be involved in the decisionmaking.

2. Care should be taken not to approve individual elements or actions in this
area in isolation; otherwise the future of the entire area could be adversely
affected.

3. When considering the entire area (federal lands, state lands, and private
lands), a balanced approach to economic development and preservation of

valuable natural heritage lands is essential in meeting our joint stewardship
responsibilities.

1t
4. Publi¢ funds should not be used to finance private interests or to promote
economic development in competition with open space and natural heritage

preservation efforts. p



To: RFLIIL

From: 4-3-98 2:84pa

5. Arvada, Jefferson County, and other entities in the region need to seek
balanced and innovative solutions to their perceived economic needs - solutions
that do not involve sacrificing the natural heritage values of the area. There
are sufficient undeveloped lands and economic development opportunities
throughout our Front Range jurisdictions such that our communities and
government agencies do not have to ignore their stewardship responsibilities
for the lands, vistas, and wildlife habitat in the Rocky Flats area.

Our comments and recommendations are attached. Please note that each of
your Implementation Strategies A, B, and C involves using federal financing or
contracting to bring infrastructure to the Rocky Flats site (indeed to the
westernmost portions of the site). Because sufficient open space has not been
protected in this area, we do not believe that any of these Implementation
Strategies serves the best long-term needs of the area or the best interests of
federal taxpayers. For the same reason, we do not believe promoting new
industrial development on portions of the buffer zone to the west is wise. Rather,
ywe believe that the economic vitality of the region can best be maintained by
preserving both the Rocky Flats industrial area and the surrounding buffer zone as
open space (together with mountain backdrop areas to the west and open space
corridors linking the backdrop to the buffer zone). This approach would still leave
thousands of acres south of Rocky Flats for appropriate development.

Our comments also pon&t to some errors in your documentation, errors which
could be misleading to other commenters and which, if uncorrected, could provide
an incorrect basis for analyzmg the costs of implementation strategies and for the
decisions of federal, state, or local officials who may not have, detailed knowledge
of local infrastructure.

We would be glad to work with you on implementation and/or to further
discuss our recommendatxo,ns Our phone numbers, which double as fax numbers,
are listed below. “u
Tom Hoffman, Intergovernmental Liaison, Coal Creek Canyon Improvement.

Association (642-1233).

Doris DePenning, Concerned Citizens of Blue Mountain (642-3153)

Gloria Barrick, Plainview Concerned Citizens (642-3154)

Sincerely:

Attachment

p. 3of 8
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Comments on the Summary Report of the Industrial Area Transition Task Force and
Implementation Strategies

Because of our proximity to Rocky Flats, our homeowner and community organizations
will be significantly affected by the future land uses at the Rocky Flats site, which are
linked to offsite uses as well. Both on and off site, these impacts could include (a) loss of
open space and wildlife habitat, (b) obstruction of vistas to the east and to the mountain
backdrop, and (c) increased traffic and traffic congestion.

Whereas limited commercial use of the existing buildings within the industrial site has not
been a concern of our members to date, your background material on the internet voting
site (www.votelink.com/rfr) indicates that any continued commercial or industrial uses on
site would necessitate bringing water and sewer services from off site. The route
discussed in your documentation is along State Highways 72 and 93 to the west entrance
of the plant. Providing federal assistance, either through contracting for services or cost-
sharing for construction, for such a five-mile westward extension of a sewer line and for
full water service would undoubtedly lead to development of lands to the west and
southwest of the federal site and/or would lead to an increase in land values that would
make purchase and protection of the lands west of Rocky Flats much more costly and
difficult (e.g., both lands in the Mountain Backdrop and lands along State Highway 93
which could link the Rocky Flats buffer zane to the Mountain Backdrop). More
fundamentally, such a consequence would run counter not only to the goals of our
communities and the property interests of our members (namely to live and enjoy their
property in a rural or semi-rural area, with important vistas and with proximity to significant
wildlife habitat), but also counter to the long-range stewardship goals for the area as
expressed in existing community plans. Jefferson County’s North Plains Community Plan
for the same area, issued in 1990, indicates that:

"Ogen space purchases should not be based [only] on the needs of the North Plains area

because all residents in Jefferson County and the Metropolitan Denver area benefit from

the passive and active recreational opportunities that exist in this area. Purchases should
be based on the goal of preserving an open character and significant natural features in

the North Plains.” (p. 47).

We also note that the study entitled, Natural Heritage Resources of the Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site, dated February 21, 1998, and funded by DOE/Rocky Flats

recognizes the regional and national significance of habitat extending from the Rocky Flats
buffer zone across State Highways 93 and 72 to the west and southwest.

Our recommendations

1. Given our concern about the lack of adequate open space purchases or other measures
to permanently protect large quantities of open space on federal, state, and private lands
in this area, we cannot, at this time, support any of the Alternatives A, B, and C, each of
which involves extending infrastructure into the industrial zone from off site.



To: RFLII From: 4-3-98 2:BSpm  p. Sof B

Unless it is possible to rehabilitate and utilize seif-contained onsite systems (without .
providing utilities from off site), an alternative which is not discussed in your intemet
documentation, then we cannot support continued commercial or industrial uses there.

2. We generally oppose the use of any federal taxpayer moneys to provide up-front cost
sharing-or to guarantee future revenues (e.g., through contracting) for water and sewer
lines that are not in the ground at this time. Such a use of federal funds would be
particularly inappropriate since sufficient open space and other conservation protection
measures have not been put in place. For example, your documentation includes the
following statements:

[Under Option A]: Infrastructure brought to the site during cleanup may be financed
jointly by DOE and the Redevelopment Authority so it can be useful for redevelopment.

[Under Option A:] [The DOE Cleanup Contractor] becomes a customer [Under Options
B and C, "may become a customer”] for offsite infrastructure projects.

3. Rather, we can support specific sections, but not all, of what appears to be a new
alternative (discussed in your internet summary under implementation Strategies: "Other
Discussion™ and under Option 8, "Open Space” in your printed brochure "Rocky Fats:
Reuse Planning.” More specifically, we believe that after appropriate cleanup, both the
buffer zone (6,065 acres) and the industrial site (385 acres) should be used as open space
(primarily as view corridors and wildlife habitat), with whatever capping, fencing, security,
or other means are appropriate to prevent human exposure to any portions of the site that
continue to be hazardous. Provided that they do not require extensions of water and sewer
lines, we are not opposed to an interpretive facility at or near the site and/or a limited
number of recreational trails in safe sections of the site. We agree with the concept that
this course of action would "contribute to the economic vitality of the region” and that
"economic activity could be located elsewhere” [specifically off site].

4. For the same reasons, we would not support any federal money being used to support
economic activity on the western portions of the buffer zone (economic activity which is

discussed under your "other discussion™ and "open space” options or strategies).

5. Nor do we believe, given the economic vitality of the Denver metropolitan area, that

federa] taxpayer moneys are needed to promote economic activity off site. This
investments should be left to market forces and private funding.

6. Rather, we believe that federal staff time and available funding could be focussed in
other directions - to public land uses. For one, we would encourage federal and local
officials to take one or more of the following proactive steps to protect the valuable visual
and wildlife open space uses at and surrounding Rocky Flats.

a. To work toward protection {as open space) of a link between the Rocky Flats buffer
zone and the lands mapped as "critical preservation candidate lands” for the five-county
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‘ Front Range Mountain Backdrop Project (maps available from Jefferson County Open
Space). '

One step would be to work with landowner Charles McKay to exchange all or some
portion of his land (approximately 160 acres) west of the buffer zone for land near the
southeast comner of the Rocky Flats along Indiana. We believe that this transfer could
be made in such a way as to provide him additional land contiguous to his other
landholdings along indiana.

Another step that could be considered would be to provide federal funds for cost-
sharing to purchase a land link from the buffer zone to the existing Ranson/Edwards
Homestead Ranch Open Space (owned by Jefferson County). This would be
consistent with suppaorting the economic vitality of the region, which is dependenj
upon the vistas to the Mountain Backdrop from many places in the Denver Metro are
and its suburbs.

b. To work to secure legislation authorizing an agreement for the transfer of the Rocky
Flats buffer zone to an appropriate agency (such as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service or
Jefferson County Open Space), coupled with the transfer of a perpetual conservation
easement guaranteeing the permanent land-use status as open space to be held jointly
by the future landowner and other jurisdictions surrounding the plant. Under this
concept, aithough the legislation would authorize a contract for transfer to be executed
in the near future, the actual transfer of management responsibilities would not take

‘ . place until such time as DOE and other appropriate authorities certified cleanup to be
complete. .

Errors

The following errors in your documentation could be misleading to other commenters on
your documents and, if uncorrected, could provide an incorrect basis for analyzing the costs
of implementation strategies and for the decisions of federal, state, or local officials who
may not have detailed knowledge of local infrastructure.

" a. The Arvada sewer line to which the Jefferson Center would connect to extend sewer
service along SH 72 now ends at 88th and Alkire, some five miles due east of the
intersection of State Highways 72 and 93. The summary information on the internet site
(for the Rocky Flats Industrial Area Transition Task Force: Infrastructure Assessment
Conclusions) incorrectly describes the necessary sewer link as much shorter:

This would require extension of a main to SH-93 where it could tie into a main
extending to the existing main [underlining added] in 72nd Avenue.

b. This and other statements in the internet documents mistakenly use "72nd Avenue” for
"State Highway 72, which is the routing shown on the Service Plans of the Jefferson
Center Metro District for a sewer line in this area. Any alignment along the 72nd Avenue
alignment (a nonexistent roadway as far west as SH 93) would be south of the Leyden

. Valley, a destination impractical for a gravity sewer system.
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. Rocky Flats Local Impact Initiative
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada, Co. 80002
Fax # 940-6088 -

4/3/98
"Jane Angulo,

'1080 69th Btraet ' -
Boulder, Co. 80303-3106

Rei Future Use of Rocky Flats.,

To whom It May Concern:

I strongly éupport preserving Rocky Flats property as Open Space,
and oppose using it. for commercial development.

. Using Federal mcney to bring in utilities such as ‘sewer systems
‘from Arvada, will only subsidize the construction of the Jeffersen
Center - a proposed city to be built West of Rocky Flats. A «ity
of this size will not only destroy.significant habitat and scensry,
but will alsc significantly increass traffic along Highways 72 and
93, ' * ) ’

We don't want to further degrade the quality of life in this regioa
with more development along the front range.

.Preservation of this area after clean-up will alssc help mitigate
.the harm done to the environment at Rocky Flats.. Perhaps something
that was very negative can be turned around intc something wvery
positive,.

Please help to preserve Rocky Flats as Open Space.

Thank }ou.
Sincerely,

Jane Angulo
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Rocky Flats Local Impact Initiative (RFLIT) 3 April, 1998
5460 Ward Road :

Suite 205 :

Arvada, Colorado 80002

To Whomever,

I am absolutely opposed to spending federal funds for the rehabilitation of
Rocky Flats or to even allow the opportunity for anyone to create an
industrial complex for on the Site. Rocky Flats should become open space
and should remain open space.

/&4’6&;‘)«,%- T lam

Dawn M. Wilson
16519 West 55 Drive
Golden, Colorado 80403

|




INDUSTRIAL AREA TRANSITION PROJECT PUBLIC COMMENT LOG .

4/3/98
Mike O’Brien requests that the Industrial Area be left as open space. Does not want to

see public funds going toward redevelopment at the site. 303/443-7207
4/3/98

Marge Rust, President of the Blue Mountain Land and Homeowner’s Association, has
stated that the assodiation’s membership supports open space reuse of the Industrial
Area. (303) 642-3362 :




[ Joni Teter, 06:04 PM 4/4/98 M, RFP Scenarios . ]

Qturn-Path: <j_teter@hotmail.com>
-Originating-IP: [204.144.235.36]
From: "Joni Teter" <j_teter@hotmail.com>
To: will@rflii.org
Subject: RFP Scenarios
Date: Sat, 04 Apr 1998 18:04:47 MST

I would like to register strong support for maintaihing as much of the
reservation as possible as undeveloped open space. Our Front Range
prairie/transition habitat is rapidly disappearing as metro area

suburbs
explode. The Rocky Flats reservation presents an opportunity to ~
preserve an especially pristine area, virtually untouched by human

beings for at least fifty years. (Bomb production wasn't all bad for
the environment!)

In addition, I strongly object to the idea of extending/expanding
urban

services around the reservation and and into the plant area.. The
economic analyses that have been performed for RFP demonstrate that
increasing industrialization at the plant will be a tough sale - few
people will be excited about the idea of investing money or working in
an area once/still residually contaminated by plutonium (as well as
Qsorted hazardous wastes). Extending services would simply hasten

e

read of western suburban sprawl - and the suburbs don't need any
help!
It would be a mis-use of federal money to spend DOE dollars on
expanded

services when the primary beneficiaries would be local governments
seeking to reduce their costs of providing local infrastructure.

Please keep the buffer zone as open space, and keep as much as

possible
of the industrual core undeveloped as well.

Thank you.

Joni Teter
200 Pawnee Drive
Boulder, Colorado 80303

Get Your Private, Free Email at http://www.hotmail.com

[ Printed for Will Neff <will@rflii.org> 1 |




Rocky Mountain Peace and Justice Center
P.O. Box 1156, Boulder, CO 80306 U.S.A. (303)444-6981 FAX(303)444-6523 .

April 10, 1998
Ms. Emily Holiday
Co-Chair, Industrial Area Transition Task Force
Rocky Flats Local Impact [nidadve
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada, CO 80002

Dear Emily:

Thank you for your letter of March 30 responding to my comments on the proposals
of the Industrial Area Transition Task Force. Your letter suggests that my comments
must have been on some points very unclear. I'll wy here to be clearer.

First, I agree completely with your interpretation of the FSUWG recommendaton
regarding cleanup, namely, that there should be a phased approach. This means that
cleanup should begin immediately and move step by step toward the ultimate goal of
average background levels as technology and finances permit this to be done in an
environmentally responsible manner. I never intended to say that no action should
be taken until the site can be cleaned to background. But the action should be

oriented to the cleanup goal.

Second, I also agree that the FSUWG did not seta standard of background as a
prerequisite to reuse. Butreuse isn't a wide open matter. As stated in my earlier .
comments, "Rocky Flats could become a laboratory for studying the characterisdcs of

a site contaminated with plutonium and other radionuclides and a settng for the

development of technologies to remediate these very conditions." This would provide

site reuse with opportunites for employment in ways wedded to the long-range

cleanup goal. This approach recognizes that the site is too contaminated to allow uses

not related to site remediation. Only as the site becomes considerably cleaner should

other uses be allowed, so there would be a phased approach to reuse as well as to

cleanup. Since some day insdrutional controls will fail, site remediation and

pertinent technological development should prepare for the eventuality when the

site will become available for unrestricted use, including residential. Having

activities on the site not related to remediation would not only needlessly expose

unwitting people but would also interfere with needed remediadon.

Third, I agree with you that we should keep pressing for implementation of the

recommendations of the FSUWG. Ido not think the "community" rejected these

recommendations, but DOE and the regulators as well as Kaiser-Hill did, not only by

explicit remarks regarding the FSUWG cleanup recommendation in the Cleanup

Agreement, but also by certain actions, of which I mention only three:

e planning on-site radioactive waste disposal (Kaiser-Hill came in proposing this);

¢ adopting Radionuclide Soil Action Levels that for the buffer zone permit up o the
equivalent of 1429 picocuries of plutonium per gram of soil, which is 37,605 times
the average background level for plutonium along the Front Range of 0.038
picocuries per gram of soil, and for the industrial zone the equivalent of up to 1088
picocuries of plutonium per gram of soil, or 28,632 dmes average background level;

e fajling to establish an aggressive program of technological development geared to ‘
the specific conditions of a plutonium-contaminated site.




In response to public pressure, the agencies have moved closer to the public on the
three above-mentioned matters. On the first, Al Alm promised several times that
there would be no on-site nuclear waste disposal; however, he also admitted that this
promise was based on the Soil Action Levels as adopted and that more stringent
cleanup might lead to a reversal of this promise. Second, DOE consented to an
independent review of the calculatons (not the dose aspect) used in setdng the
current Radionuclide Soil Action Levels, for which an Oversight Panel was created.
We do not yet know the outcome from this; Panel members do know that they have
had to wrestle with DOE to maintain the requisite independence. Panel members also
know that a closely related project, the Actinide Migraton Study, is being conducted
with little public participation and no public oversight. Regarding the third point
above, if the agencies can mandate cleanup and closure in accord with their adopted
Soil Action Levels, technological development becomes less urgent. Hence, it hasn't
been a major priority. For example, Iggy Litaor, who was dismissed from the site soon
after discovering significant migration of plutonium in the soil, proposed innovatve
technology for measuring radionuclides in the soil: his innovations were dismissed.
as readily as he was. ‘

DeAnne Butterfield recently shared a response from headquarters to comments on
the 2006 Plan, to the effect that cleanup can move over time in increasingly

stringent directons — that is, beyond what is anticipated for meetng the 2006 goal.
While I find this encouraging, it isn't the same as an explidt commitment to work
toward the ESUWG recommendation of eventual cleanup to average background level.
So, here as in other areas, I believe we must remain vigilant to move DOE even
further in the direction of long-term responsible cleanup. But we're not there yet.

I hope this clears up any misunderstanding of my earlier comments. Please share
this letter with members of the Industrial Area Transiton Task Force and the Future

Site Use Working Group. Thank you.
Sincerely,

%%LW
LeRoygoore



LeRoy Mocre/Barbeara Engel T 303-447-2779 L4/22/98 G3:27 PM

FAX to: RFLII
940-6088

From: LeRoy Moore
phone 444-6981

Re: Comment on Industrial Area Reuse

Of the six options considered by the Task Force, I'could support only open
space.

o1




A. SAUNDRA EBERHARD - VITALIANO

for JEFFERSON COUNTY COMMISSIONER
7797 S. Crestone Peak, Littleton, CO 80127
303/979-2916

July 10, 1998

Rocky Flats Local Impact Initiative
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205
Arvada, CO 80002

Dear Editor:
As a Colorado native | have been aware of the many concerns regarding Rocky Flats.

Unfortunately, during the reality and the threat of war, and due to the newness of the
technology required, no one was critically aware of the future implications and the
danger to residents that the land under and around Rocky Flats now imposes.

At this point, any recommendation for development other than open space on Rocky
Flats is potentially more dangerous than building a house on shifting soil. The Rocky
Flats Local Impacts Initiative, as reported by the Denver Post on July 9, identifies that
the clean-up process can cost up to $7.3 billion dollars before it is done. That may
prove to be a conservative estimate.

At that, there will continue to be questions about how safe the land is to live, or work
there. Love Canal was thought to be safe, until we discovered that the chemicals in the
ground caused cancer and birth defects. How good are the assurances of safety for
potential houses and businesses at Rocky Flats? That may be a question we cannot
answer for a long time.

Simply put, there are too many unknowns, and the lives and health of the residents and
the workers, of the whole region, rest on thoughtful, wise decisions made by committed
citizens and others who will be directly impacted.

Given today's technology, the exploding costs and the potential dangers of allowing
development on Rocky Flats land, any recommendation other than allowing the land to
be used as open space is fraught with unknowns, unexplainables and high costs both
in the immediate and long term.

/?e:;m Lew WM V“’L‘o

A. Saundra Eberhard-Vltallano
for Jefferson County Commissioner



375 Majestic View Drive
Boulder, CO 80303
July 11, 1998

Mr. William Neff

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative
5460 Ward Road, Suite 205

" Arvada, CO 80002

Dear Mr. Neff:

Background info: I volunteered to be laid off in 1996, having already begun a
masters program at UCD in Urban and Regional Planning. I graduated in May.

I believe the future of the Rocky Flats site would be enhanced if a class A or B
office building were to be built adjacent to the north side or south side of the site
on private property. This wonderful building with impressive architecture and
amenities would escape most of the stigma of the site, and once the building is
viewed favorably by the citizenry, new buildings next to that one on the Rocky
Flats site would be more acceptable.

Think about a first class restaurant on the west side of the top floor with beautiful
mountain views - better than the views at Flagstaff Restaurant! Rocky Flats’
infamous winds would prohibit outdoor eating areas on the west side, but the
building could wrap around a courtyard open to the north with knock-your-socks-
off landscaping (water fountain? waterfall?) and outside tables on the patio for a
more informal sandwich/coffee shop for lunch.

Rocky Flats employees would enjoy having a nice nearby eating place.

Office space could be used by the many subcontractors. The office buildings in
the Denver-Boulder corridor are very expensive; vacancies are quite low.

Wonder if the area around Rocky Flats would qualify as an Enterprise Zone or

other subsidies so the food prices, and the rental rates for the restaurant and the
office space could be made too affordable to be turned down?

Neva H. Huffakef,"499-8217




July 13, 1998

Dear Task Force,

My opinion is that Rocky Flats should be cleaned up to the level that it can be left as
open space. I do not wish for the area to be used as an industrial park, which would
require more money and effort for that level of cleanup. It seems much more fitting for
this land to be retired as open space that:canbe enjoyed by the public and serve as a safe
haven for many types of wildlife.

Sincerely,

Mera W oren- S ddhan

Nena Warren-Felsher
Superior, CO




1721 Cottonwood Pt. Dr.
Ft. Collins, CO. 80524 .
1-970-495-1751

RFLII

5460 Ward Road
Suite 205

Arvada, CO 80002

Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative:

The native grasslands, animal populations, (including the endangered Preble's
meadow jumping mouse), and the significant vistas that open to the mountains at
Rocky Flats must be preserved. As indicated by-the resolution recently passed .
by the Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board, the 6,000-acre buffer zone and the
130-acre industrial core must remain as open space after cleanup.

We are totally opposed to any industrial reuse, development, or extension of any
new utilities onto this site. As valuable as development is to some, preserving
Colorado’s land, water and wildlife will prove to be the most valuable for all.

All citizens of this state must face the urgent need to save what little is left. Do
not let the opportunity slip away to preserve this land as open space. A binding
agreement must be made now to insure that the future use of the Rocky Flats .

buffer zone and industrial core is designated as open space, whether open to
public access or not.

Save Rocky Flats as open space, start saving Colorado.

Sincgrely,é
| @%MML \%m%

Rachel Kolokoff & George Hopper




David & Doris DePenning

9285 Blue Mountain Drive ~ Goiden, Colorado 80403 ~ Phone/Fax (303) 642-3153
August 13, 1998

RFLII
5460 Ward Road
Arvada, CO 80002

Re: Public comment to be included with RFLII/Task Force recommendations for reuse of the Industrial
Area, C ) :

We have reviewed the recommendations, and agree that there are many unknowns regarding cleanup at
this time. We have heard from a number of sources that a cleanup date of 2006 is unrealistic, and that
there may well be a great deal more work to do than is being acknowledged publicly at this time.

We feel the industrial area should be left as open space, cleaned up to standards to address water quality
concerns of surrounding communities and assure protection of the public. Open space use would benefit
the entire region.

Consistent with the long-term land use as open space, we do not believe that it would be appropriate to
use federal or contractor funds to bring additional infrastructure, such as water and sewer, to the site.
The maintenance of existing utilities or providing temporary services during cleanup would be more
cost-effective.

Reciprocally, it would be inappropriate for the federal government to be the catalyst for bringing new
infrastructure to the west side of Rocky Flats without having a regional consensus for doing so. Such
infrastructure would have the potential to fundamentally alter the land uses in that area - land uses which
many communities believe ought to be worked out to preserve views to the Mountain Backdrop.

If the site is finally transferred to "local control," that should mean regional oversight or oversight by a
qualified conservation group. Because of uncertainties over the time required for cleanup and what will
continue to be lingering public safety concerns, we believe that federal ownership may well need to
continue indefinitely. Federal management could be consistent with protecting open space and the
significant wildlife and important native vegetation on the site.

As it stands, many sections of the report appear to be inconsistent with the final resolution adopted by
RFLII. Accordingly, we believe the report needs to be revised. Also, it needs to be reorganized, putting
the RFLII resolution first, followed by a revised executive summary, and then the full report.

Open space use of the entire property would be an appropriate gift for residents of the region who lived
with the risks during the many years the plant was in operation.

David and Doris DePenning
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Chuck and Gloria Barrick
11127 Plainview Road
Golden, Co. 80403
August 19, 1998

RFLU

Re: Plan for Reuse of the Industrial Area

As neighbors of Rocky Flats, and Plainview Homeowner's representatives we wouid
like to encourage RFLII to support Open Space as the preferred future use of the 130
acre Rocky Flats Iindustrial core.

Sl U
AT e Ty
e z.

Open Space would be the most cost effective use, ‘and In the long term would enhance
the value and development of the surrounding area.

As residents who will be significantly impacted by Rocky Flats clean up and future
use plans, we appreciate this opportunity to have input on these important issues. |

Sincerely yours,

C. W. Barrick
Gloria Barrick




RFLI

5460 Ward Road
Suite 205

Arvada, CO 80002

Rocky Fiats Local Impacts Initiative:

The native grasslands, animal populations, (including the endangered Preble's
meadow jumping mouse), and the significant vistas that open to the mountains at
Rocky Flats must be preserved. As indicated by the resolution recently passed
by the Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board, the 6,000-acre buffer zone and the
130-acre industrial core must remain as open space after cleanup.

We are totally opposed to any industrial reuse, development, or extension of any
new utilities onto this site. As valuable as development is to some, preserving
Colorado’s land, water and wildlife will prove to be the most valuable for all.

All citizens of this state must face the urgent need to save what little is left. Do
not let the opportunity slip away to preserve this land as open space. A binding
agreement must be made now to insure that the future use of the Rocky Flats
buffer zone and industrial core is designated as open space, whether open to
public access or not.

Save Rocky Flats as open space, start saving Colorado.

(6.,‘7V1&-/0Vl:95 61 é//ﬂl(//m‘? /1275-53
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| Diane Fritz, 02:41 PM 8/21/98 , comments on the "Plan for the |

Date: Fri, 21 Aug 1998 14:41:17 -0600 .
To: will@rflii.org )

From: Diane Fritz <fritzd@terra.colorado.edu>

Subject: comments on the "Plan for the Reuse of the Industrial Area"

Dear Mr. Neff:

I'm writing to support the preservation of the Rocky Flats land as
open space. I'm sure you're familiar with the arguments so I won't
babble incessantly. But I would love to see the vistas of the
mountains

remain as free as possible of buildings for all to experience. I
sincerely hope that the decision for the use of these lands is based
on what the public wants and isn't swayed by commercial ventures
getting

an economical foothold in the door. Industrial reuse or the extension
of new utilities to the site is, in my opinion, a bad idea.

Thankyou,
Diane

Diane Fritz

Department of Geology (303)-735-4916 office
Campus Box 399 (303)-492-2606 fax
University of Colorado fritzd@terra.colorado.edu

Boulder, CO 80309

| Printed for Will Neff <will@rflii.org> 1 ]
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ROCKY FLATS REUSE WEB SITE




ROCKY FLATS REUSE WEB SITE

Comments as of 3/2/98
On Scenarios:
#1 of 6: tomr (tom rudolph) Wed 25 Feb '98 (10:53 AM)

My suggestion is not only to make rocky flats open space but to also
make the entire area surronding rocky flats open space, particularly

the western side all the way to top the front range peaks. If you

have evelopment on the west side itwill look odd. I hope we can control
the greedy arvarda council and put some sense in their heads. Who
benefits from a larger arvada ? The bigger they are the more taxes

they need, only politicans and developers profit. They get to run a
bigger town. That's just a wonderful tradeoff for a ruined front

range view. I'm for no development at rocky flats or the surronding area.

#2 of 6: recfield (Patrick A. Vachon) Wed 25 Feb '98 (11:38 AM)

This suggestion is to make a portion of the open space outside of the
existing industrial site available as open space for us by a 300
member local community non-profit organization (Arvada Associated
Modelers). This group is pro-active in teaching aviation to our youth
through the building and flying of miniature aircraft and has been
operating in an area just east of Rocky Flats for over 17 years. They
are about to loose their current facilities to the future WestPark
Development just east of Indiana at Hwy #72. Here is an opportunity
to preserve 100 acres of open space and provide our community with
continued welcomed, wholesome family recreation.

#3 of 6: DanOHara (James D. O'Hara) Thu 26 Feb '98 (06:09 AM)

I am not normally in favor of development in an open space area,
however the opportunity available now for the development for a
recreation area for the infirmed or handicapped near a metropolitan
area is now at our fingertips. Being a member of a model airplane
club, I have had the opportunity to see first hand the good work done
through miniature aircraft. The thrill of seeing your creation fly

can not be felt in print. The chance for handicapped trails here and
the views available from this area is exciting. Let's not let this
chance to build a refreshing and invigorating area slip through our
fingers because of the smell of big dollars. Life is too short to

spend it encased in steel and concrete. Let those after us have the
chance to see for themselves how we lived in our time. An open space
time capsule if you will. Thanks for listening. Dan

(continued)




#4 of 6: Chris Sturm (Chris P. Sturm) Fri 27 Feb '98 (12:24 AM)

I recently became the Membership Coordinator for a model aircraft
flying club and part of a new ficld committee. We are one of the
largest clubs in the Nation. We have special Programs for the
Handi-capped members of the Denver Area every year in the form of
Easter seals Dreams of Flight. We are looking for a New Field close
to where we are now. The Rocky Flats Buffer zone is not only close to
where we are now(only one mile away) but It also would let us keep

the close proximity that we have now with the metro area. We teach the
Youth of the community a fun hobby and by doing so we keep our kids

off the streets. It gives them not only a sense of accomplishment but
also a sense of self worth in that they build the airplanes and learn
about why airplanes do what they do. I feel that Rocky Flats is the
perfect place for our club purpose. Its nice open space with plenty of
over-fly room. Who knows we may even have one of the future Space
Shattle Pilots in our club. Thanks for listening,

Chris

#5 of 6: Hutch (Al Hutcheson) Fri 27 Feb '98 (08:46 AM)

Itoo am a member of the Arvada Associated Modelers and echo the
sentiments of the others that have posted letters. Yes I have a
selfish reason for wanting to see a recreational area set aside for
our use, but how can I or others not. We are slowly being pushed
out of vital safe areas, to enjoy our sport and hobby and promote it
to others, by the continued growth of developers.

This state and area has made good strides to preserving

areas for the people moving here with their families to work and
play.

We have an opportunity here to preserve an area for all of us to
enjoy away from the stresses of employment with family and friends.
Thank you for this opportunity for our input

Al Hutcheson

#6 of 6: George (George Coughlin) Fri 27 Feb "98 (09:08 AM)

I firmly believe the area around Rocky Flats should be left as open
space which ultimately should be linked up all the way through the
Widow's Creck containment area all the way to Stanley Lake. Iam
constantly amazed how the cities in Jefferson County particularly
Wheat Ridge and Arvada choke their open space off so it does not
provide sufficient corridors for animals to migrate. Examples of

this short sighted behavior include the new Church blocking the views

above the Van Bibber open space, the giant Budweiser sign along

I-70 near the bass lake and 1-70 and 44th and my personal favorite

the RV Park blocking the lakes in the Wheat Ridge Greenbelt.
(continued)




#6 of 6 (continued)
I am not strictly a conservationist, Rocky Flats should only have
development within the boundaries of the current facilities. These
facilities should be reserved for companies developing environmental
technologies. This development should not exceed 2 stories and all
contaminated sights should be entombed and unsightly towers removed.

The remainder of the sight should be developed as a conversation area
and education center linking Westminster and Arvada to front range.

Finally, it does not make a whole lot of sense to move dirt around
when nobody really knows what is buried there in the first place.

Only a few hundred thousand people live down wind of the place these
days.

George

On Implementation Strategies:
#1 of 1: DanOHara (James D. O'Hara) Thu 26 Feb '98 (06:27 AM)

Our dearly loved government is notorious for foolishly spending money
and resources. It would make sense to me to follow a preserving
option mixed with a reuse plan to maintain the currently available
developed area for future use without the need to rebuild. Unless

the entire area is returned to the natural state the current plant site
could be used for commercial use and the surrounding land be left
open for recreation. I find it is hard to argue with logic and common
sense, so until I see something more logical than my view of the

reuse of this land I will will not change my views. Thank you for
listening. Dan




. ROCKY FLATS REUSE WEB SITE

Discussion Group Comments for 3/3/98-3/27/98

On Scenarios:
#8 of 19: hsiebenrock (Howard Siebenrock) Thu 05 Mar '98 (07:25 PM)

Qur current flying site is on a track of land owned by investors who
have allowed us to use the area in exchange for maintaining the
appearance and security of their land. Our impact on the natural
enviorment has been minimum. There is a family of rabbits
living under our temporary shed. Often the Red Tailed Hawks and on
occasion the Bald Eagles soar over the area. When they do we land our
small airplanes and give them the open sky. It is also easier to
observe these masters of the air with our planes on the ground.
Coyotes come through on occasion hunting for a meal.
It is obvious to those who spend the time in this area, that open
space is needed. The buffer zone around Rocky Flats is an ideal
opportunity to maintain an open area for animals to migrate and
provide substantial recreation areas. The Arvada Associated Modelers
is one of the largest flying clubs in the country with 300 members.
We are noted for our training program and each spring introduce
many new members to the hobby, We are involved in the community
through many programs including highway cleanup, Westminster Mall
show, Easter Seals handicapped program, Rocky Mountain Air-show, the
recent display at the Denver Museum of Natural History, etc.
The requirements for a model-flying site include not only the

‘ immediate area, but a buffer zone around the area for safety and
noise dissipation. With all the development in the area, including our
present flying site, it is becoming apparent that we need to set aside
larger areas for open space and recreation. The Rocky Flats buffer
zone is an ideal opportunity to do this.

Thank you for listening, Howard Siebenrock.

#9 of 19: ammuckle (Andrew Muckle) Sat 07 Mar '98 (12:06 PM)

Just a quick note to support for the concept of keeping all of the
Rocky Flats site preserved for open space. Hope it is not too late.

#10 of 19: rmuckle (robert muckle) Sun 08 Mar '98 (10:27 PM)

I want to add support for leaving the entire rocky flats area as open
space. With development occuring on almost all sides this is a rare
opportunity to leave a large unrestricted open area for outdoor
recreation and wildlife habitat. It provides a buffer beween the
towns in the area, and no municipality has to pay for it It makes
no sense to create an island of development in the middle of open
space. Any development at the site would result undoubtedly in road
‘ expansion and inexorable pressure toward more development. What
development is going to occur in the area should occur along the 36




corridor. The rocky flats site should be left alone to remind us in
the front range what the unspoiled mountain-plain transition zone
once looked like.

Thanks for soliciting input. Please pay heed.

#11 of 19: alexia (Alexia Parks) Mon 09 Mar '98 (06:21 AM)

This public hearing on Rocky Flats Reuse will continue until the end
of May. If there is sufficient interest, a decision will be made to
extend this public forum until the end of the year.

Members of the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative staff will

contimue to report your comments — as part of the public record -

at upcoming meetings. Where expert opinion is requested, they will seek
to provide that response, online and in this forum, as well.

#12 of 19: beetle (dcbailey) Sat 21 Mar '98 (04:15 PM)

My name is Dennis Bailey. I worked at the Rocky Flats Plant for 12
years, from 1982 through 1984. I was the Production Manager of
Building 771 when I was discharged by EG&G on exagerated charges of
safety violations.

I believe that a HUGE monument should be erected on this site to
forever remind the human race of the gross ineptitude and the massive
governmental waste of taxpayers money that took place here. In
keeping with the DOE economic policy, this monument should at least
cost 30 to 40 Million dollars! The citizens of the United States

should be outraged at what crime was commited here.

Just the very existence of this committee is testimony of the acts of

the Department of Energy; funding of a group to discuss what to do
with a piece of land with taxpayer moneys of 1.8 MILLION dollars a

year!!!

The monument needs to be extremely LARGE indeed.

#13 of 19: willneff (Will Neff) Mon 23 Mar '98 (10:38 AM)
Dear Beetle-

Thank you for your input. The Task Force is interested in the views
of ex-Rocky Flats workers.

One point you made regarding the project budget for the Industrial
Area Transition Task Force is incorrect. The Transition Project
budget is approximately $145,000 for nine months of intensive
technical research, including building assessments, infrastructure




assessments, regional market research, and environmental conditions

in the Industrial Area. This budget also supports master planning
activities, monthly Task Force meetings, a six-week public engagement
period, outreach publications, and a Public Open House. This amounts
to less than 10% of RFLIT's annual funding. In addition to the
Transition Project, RFLII also maintains several successful community
transition programs, an equipment resale program, funds several
programs that assist local small businesses, and tracks numerous

issues related to cleanup and site management for its membership of
over 800 and the RFLII Board of Directors.

I}also' note a bit of irony in your oomplamt about the Task Force's
existence: the public forum that you assert is a waste of taxpayer
money is the soapbox that you happen to be standing on...

#14 of 19: willneff (Will Neff) Mon 23 Mar '98 (10:42 AM)

Comments from 3/3/98 to 3/23/98 have been submitted to the Task Force
for consideration.

#15 of 19: ironhart (Collin Isenhart) Wed 25 Mar '98 (10:05 AM)

I think we are all kidding ourselves if we believe that in 10 to 20
years the government will have this land "clean" And ready for us to
build day care centers on.

We need to accept the fact that we have saturated this land with
incredibly dangerous toxins. This goes far beyond what we can expect
to simply call in uncle Sam to fix for us. Nature must do it

I vote open space or forest service something that will protect the
historic Indian grounds & animal populations and will keep us off of
it for a while.

#16 of 19: ironhart (Collin Isenhart) Wed 25 Mar '98 (10:30 AM)

I am sick and tired of hearing about water shortages and then seeing
hundreds of new houses being built all around us.

If we don’t have enough water for the front range why should we even
consider developing Rocky Flats.




#17 of 19: ironhart (Collin Isenhart) Wed 25 Mar '98 (10:37 AM)

Mr Neff
In your reply to Beetle you mention a Public Open House.
Can you tell me more about it? (Response emailed to “ironhart”).

#18 of 19: jay (John von Plutzner) Thu 26 Mar '98 (10:53 PM)

Thank for providing this forum in which to express an opinion on the
use of Rocky Flats. In reading the research which was commissioned
by

the Task Force I realized many thing through a soldier's perspective,
one returning from overseas duty. Your visions are mostly intent on
development of the Flats and economic revitalization of the area.

Much of this is dependent on the growth of Denver and subsequent need
of office space. What if the citizens of the foothills communities

do not want expansion of the Denver in their own back yards. What if
most people with common sense would say that Denver and the projected
need of urban growth has expansion capabilities to the east and very
little to the west without sacrificing the quality of life for those

already living within the "foothills region"? Another simple

question that was not factored into the statistical presentation is

"What happen to the quality of life factor in relation to each of the
proposed plans?" Does any of these plans increase the quality of

life of the people already existing in the in the front range? If the
answer is that the quality of life is lessened, than you can remove

from the current and projected positive values "desirable quality of
life."

I fully understand that the forum is focused on Rocky Flats, but I am
stating the obvious when I write that the ramifications of these
decisions go far beyond the gates of the flats. My last question for
this evening revolves around the total impact of implied development.

Can you measure the impact of on the communities of the flight from
development? When the people feel powerless to control factors
detrimental to their existence, they leave if they can. Just turn on

the evening news or if any of you have been on duty "overseas" you
can see or have seen this effect very clearly. With a tearing of the
social fabric comes "dis ease." And with "disease” comes an unhealthy
community. Many, many, people whom I've spoken with are unhappy
because of we are using the very resources which we originally chose
to live in harmony with and value. Some are ready to leave. These
opinions come from

people holding occupations such as neurologists, physiatrists,
engineers, computer technicians, ministers, shippers and clerks to
name a few from the broad spectrum. Once the collective of the Task
Force opens the door for a handful of the people to affect the lives

of many in a negative fashion, you have changed the community
permanently. That is the responsibility which you bear.




#19 of 19: willneff (Will Neff) Fri 27 Mar '98 (09:29 AM)
John-

Thank you for your thoughtful words. Though the Task Force's
recommendations will not be the final word in this debate, they carry
a great responsibility in setting the tone for future discussions on
reuse.

The inherent difficulty of measuring effects of land use on "quality

of life" is the sheer diversity of opinions regarding what is

beneficial versus detrimental. Do you have any thoughts on how each
of the scenarios will affect quality of life for nearby residents?

Will Neff
Industrial Area Transition Project Manager

On Implementation Strategies:
#3 of 6: hsiebenrock (Howard Siebenrock) Thu 05 Mar *98 (07:1S PM)

Most of the land around the Rocky Flats buffer zone is planed for
development in the near future. I feel a timely and aggressive
cleanup

and reuse of the land for recreation is in order.

#4 of 6: rmuckle (robert muckle) Sun 08 Mar '98 (10:32 PM)

I think the decision should be made now to leave the land as unbroken
open space and then let DOE finish the cleanup with minimal need for
local government time or money.

#5 of 6: willneff (Will Neff) Mon 23 Mar '98 (10:44 AM)

Comments from 3/3/98 to 3/23/98 have been submitted to the Task Force
for consideration.

#6 of 6: ironhart (Collin Isenhart) Wed 2S Mar '"98 (09:58 AM)

I think we are all kidding ourselves if we believe that in 10 to 20
years the government will have this Iand "clean" And ready for us to
build day care centers on.

We need to accept the fact that we have saturated this land with
incredibly dangerous toxins. This goes far beyond what we can expect
to simply call in uncle Sam to fix for us. Nature must do it.

I vote open space or forest service something that will protect the
historic Indian grounds & animal populations and will keep us off of
it for a while.




ROCKY FLATS REUSE WEB SITE

Discussion Group Comments for 3/27/98-4/5/98
On Scenarios:

#20 of 41: jay (John voun Plutzner) Fri 27 Mar '98 (07:54 PM)

Will,

You must have some criteria within the task force agenda...the
opening to this web site indicates post clean-up comitment to
revitilizing the economy and ...quality of life.

#21 of 41: Repost: Homer Page (Editorial) (Alexia Parks) Sun 29 Mar '98 (11:48 AM)

The following article appeared in the Boulder Daily Camera, March 29,

1998 edition. Page 3D. It is by Homer Page. Homer Page is a

Democratic candidate for U.S. Congress in the 2nd Congressional District. He is
former County Commissioner, City Council member and executive

director of the Rocky Mountain Center for the Blind.

Homer Page wrote:

Much effort has gone into developing a vision for future use of the
Rocky Flats nuclear facility, so near the Denver / Boulder
metropolitan area. I spent two years representing Boulder County on a
citizens task force set up to develop a long-range use plan for the
Rocky Flats area. Now, all the work we did to reach consensus and to
show the federal government that we are united behind a plan for ‘
|

Rocky Flats is in jeopardy.

The Rocky Flats Future Site Use Task Force comprised representatives
of local governments, environmental groups, smrounding land owners,
the peace community and workers at Rocky Flats. This group met often
during 1994 and 1995 to find common ground and to set forth a shared
vision for the use of the land and facilities. The Task Force agreed

that the existing buffer area, which encompasses over 6,000 acres,

will be preserved a open space.

Other components of the plan are: 1) A roadway corridor near the
northwest corner for the facility will be reserved; 2) Existing

mineral rights on the facility will be honored; 3) A small portion of land on
the northeast corner will be potentially available to Superior for
development, provided that an arrangement can be negotiated with the
property’s neighbors; and 4) The existing developed area can have

future use if it can be demonstrated that it is safe.

Today, those entities interested in pursuing the development
allowable under the agreement are at work to determine what future
use might be made of the existing developed area. The Rocky Flats
Industrial Area Task Force, a new and different task force, has come




together to consider a variety of options. Among these options are
industrial redevelopment, open space, an eco-industrial park, an
government research and development center, a cold war museum and a
single tenant to be selected by the community.

We must avoid the trap of confusing the Industrial Area Task Force
with the Future Site Use Task Force. If we do not, we may lose sight
of the most important aspect of the long range plan, the preservation
. of the open space surrounding the Rocky Flats property. This is

crucial for Boulder County. The open space area on the Rocky Flats
property connects the County and the City of Boulder’s open space
programs to create a 15,000-acre natural shield against the sprawl of
the metropolitan area into southern Boulder county.

There are forces who want to re-open this long-range plan for
additional negotiations. Some see Rocky Flats as an uncluttered blue
print for development. Some other groups wish to completely prohibit
any future development on the entire property. I am concerned that as
the Industrial Task Force does its work, these interests will clash

and perhaps destabilize the long-range plan. I am personally

committed to ensuring that the Department of Energy (DOE) recognizes
and respects the Future Site Use Task Force agreement, especially its
open space component. I feel strongly that our changes of securing the
DOQE's acceptance of this agreement hinge on our continued commitment
to the long-range plan. If we in our community cannot agree on the
future of Rocky Flats, the future will be left in the hands of the
DOE. We know this is very dangerous.

1 am also committed to ensuring the safety of those who work at Rocky
Flats and of all of us who live in its vicinity. All muclear and
non-puclear hazardous waste must be removed from the area before we
can feel secure. While the danger of transporting these materials

must be recognized, the need to contain them in the safest possible
location is the overriding concern. Where they reside now, they
present a danger to a populated area that will last for tens of
thousands of years, a risk that may well outlast the existence of the
metropolitan area.

-HOMER PAGE

#22 of 41: techapps (Robert Pressey) Mon 30 Mar '98 (11:12 PM)

Homer Page cites that a component of the Future Site Use Task Force
includes 4) The existing developed area can have future use if it can
be demonstrated that it is safe. ] believe that this the issue being
addressed by the Rocky Flats Industrial Area Task Force.

Demonstrating that the site is "safe” will extend well beyond the Ten
Year Plan, (Accelerating Cleamup Focus on 2006)end date.
Indeterminate factors include available funding, attainment of cleanup
goals, use restrictions imposed by remaining contaminants, objections
to highway transport of waste through Denver, and vulnerability of

disposal sites.




The time frame imposed by these uncertainties may require techmical
and support infrastructure for many years beyond 2006. The current
infrastructure is scheduled for cleanup and removal. It could be
replaced by a smaller infrastructure to support long range monitoring
and close out operations. Social, political, and technical
considerations may include rail vs. truck transport of waste, on-site
long term storage of waste, risk associated with extensive excavation
of low level waste.

Budgetmyhnnmnonsmaymxltmmppmgofsomeamsﬂms
requiring indefinite monitoring. . :

'Iheseactiviﬁsdonotprecludcopcnspacepmervaﬁonofthc6,000
acres mentioned by Page nor integration with surrounding open space.
However, increased highway use (planned North West Parkway), rapid
growth (Superior), and planned development (Jefferson Center) impact
the "island” of Rocky Flats.

Are the Oak Ridge, Bechtel Jacobs Development Corporation and the
Nevada Test Site, Bechtel NTS Development Corporation appropriate
models for a public private Rocky Flats Development Corporation? Such
a corporation could provide the continuity necessary to develop and
mtcgmcthememthmacohmveregmnalplanwhlchmduds
environmental safeguards, economic development, and recreational
opportunities.

#23 of 41: Mich (Michelle Brandstetter) Tue 31 Mar '98 (06:30 PM)

I am very concerned at the aggressive behavior of certain government
officials to redevelop the Rocky Flats area. At this time the

options presented to me that would be most acceptible are preserving
the entire area as a wildlife refuge or to do land swapping. Land
swapping the usuable 300 acres at the heart of the Flats for acreage
that could help ensure the preservation of the Mountain Backdrop and
leaving the rest of the buffer zone and other areas protected as a
wildlife refuge would, I think, be ideal.

#24 of 41: greg (Greg Haarburger) Thu 02 Apr '98 (07:06 AM)

1 just finished reading the brief editorial in the Daily Camera
(4/2/98). It suggested posting any opinions here.

Having lived in the Boulder area for a long time, I must say that I
am overjoyed that the plant was closed and that clean up is under
way. It's been so many years that the Boulder & surrounding
communities have been complaining.

Now, there is nothing that makes me more sad that driving 36 back
from Denver or the Airport and seeing Rock Creek. What a eyesore. I
only remember how it use to be when that stretch of open space
between Broomfield and Denver reminded you that you were almost
home. The views were spectacular and it reminded one why you
were living in Boulder and not Denver.




Hwy 93 still has that feeling (with the exception of the entry

to Golden which has been filled with ticky tack houses). I hope that
building along this remaining stretch of open space will not be
allowed. But, frankly considering the way growth and development in
the Boulder/Denver area has gone I have little faith that a citizen

such as myself could actually truly impact any real decisions on this
matter. I'd much rather see development go up downtown than sprawl.
Further given the lack of descent alternative transportation options
we’ll be adding more cars/pollution to an already heavily polluted city.
Perhaps someday we’ll make the choice to leave this area though I've
lived here my whole life because the area no longer offers the beauty
and lifestyle that it once did.

#25 of 41: mz (Martha Zimmers) Tha 02 Apr '98 (08:12 AM)

With the increasing development at Interlocken as well as between East
Boulder and I-25, there are few remaining places where one can drive
more than 5 miles without seeing a row of “cookie cutter” bomes. It
would be, in my opinion, an irreversible tragedy to develop the
corridor between South Boulder and Golden.

My vote is a resounding "open space park” for that property. It will

be enjoyed by generations for years to come, and is the gateway to

the beantiful mountains that are at least one reason that many of us have
chosen to live here.

We've already crossed the line into "overdeveloped”, what we
definitely do not need is one more "Highlands Ranch" or "Rock Creek”
and I have little faith that a new development could be done more
tastefully without being so exclusive that you would essentially
convert the land into one more space that only the wealthy will be

able to enjoy.

#26 of 41: ed (Ed Talbot) Thu 02 Apr '"98 (09:49 AM)

Residents of the Metro area are increasingly becoming concerned and
frustrated with the pattern, pace, and nature of the urban growth

that is overtaking the Denver Metro area and indeed the Front Range.
Traffic, sprawl, leap frog development, etc. tend to characterize
development on the outskirts of our commumities and within Metro
counties such as Jefferson County.

Two major efforts to attempt to provide some very modest order and
pacing to this growth are the establishment of a DRCOG Growth
Boundary and the preservation of the Mountain Backdrop. The course
of action determined for Rocky Flats should be subordinate to those
efforts and serve these two major and vital efforts. As such, future
development of Rocky Flats (the primary effort should be focused on
clean up and removal of hazards) should not require activities that would
encourage sprawl or development beyond the DRCOG recommended
growth boundary or within the Mountain Backdrop.

The extension of urban infrastructure to serve urban development and
urban development itself on Rocky Flats would create development




pmmtoxmdemﬂnctheGrowthBoundaxyandMoumainBackdmp.
Thus, the wisest use of the land should be limited to open space or
habitat for natural species that does not require the extension of

urban infrastructure such as sewers, roads, water lines, etc.

We have an opportunity to try to provide for a more compact and
phased pace and location of urban growth that will serve practical
future development of transit lines (trying to avoid auto traffic
gridlock) in logical phases next to existing urbanized areas rather
than through leap frog development. Rocky Flats is oriented to
access west of the Plant gates and is not on any practical transit
corridors. Intensive development on site would lead to residential
and commercial development pressures off site along or related

to SR 93 that would be solely automobile related. Those same
development pressures would lead to infringement into the
Mountain Backdrop and violation of the DRCOG Growth Boundary.
As a result, it is not suitable for intensive urban use or development.

#27 of 41: willneff (Will Neff) Thu 02 Apr "98 (10:34 AM)

The next Task Force meeting will be held at the Arvada Center on April
14. ’l‘hcywillbedcvelopingtheirﬁnalreoommendationsdutingthis
meeting. All comments registered on this web site will be reported

to the Task Force prior to the meeting. Thanks to everyone who has
participated in this process. If you have not yet provided your
comments or would like to elucidate, please do so.

#28 of 41: ardave (Allison Davis) Thu 02 Apr '98 (11:32 AM)

The best thing for the communities surrounding Rocky Flats would be to
continue with the status quo and keep the property off limits to
development. A healthy economy should not depend on ceaseless land
devouring "growth", but revitalizing internal growth; land runs out
eventually and then towns are nothing but ugly seas of development
with overshot economies and ruined habitats. Colorado is really ata
crossroads right now.

Let's learn from California: every time Los Angeles found new ways to
accommodate the population growth stretching its resources — by
diverting rivers for water, building new huge highways and housing
projects — more people and businesses were attracted to move there
thanmchprojectcouldsustain,anditbemmeanastywastzﬁﬂ

cycle. You can't solve long-term water problems by damming more
lakes, and you can't fix traffic congestion with new highways. People
will contime to come, and will always maximize consumption and use
if the economy allows it. No problem is solved until a community
simply says "STOP, we don't want all this.” The economy will work
itself out - a little pain now is worth the mountain backdrop, pristine
environment, and the sustained character of Boulder and Golden for
our grandchildren.

As far as I can tell, the front range should have said "stop” years
and years ago. I've never seen uglier developments anywhere. How
often does Rock Creek have to be featured as an example of the problems




with rampant suburban sprawl on national newspapers and magazines

before someone admits it was a mistake? It's like developers look at the
.open land as a competition in which the prize goes to the most garish,

space-wasting, and conquer-the-West huge. Enough is enough.

PLEASE DO NOT USE FEDERAL SUBSIDIES TO EXTEND WATER
AND SEWER SERVICE FOR MILES TO BENEFIT ARVADA'S
PROPOSED JEFFERSON CENTER

#29 of 41: rogerd (roger davenport) Thu 02 Apr '98 (02:46 PM)

I agree completely with those who would preserve the ENTIRE Rocky
Flats area as open space. We cannot continue to fill every open acre
with houses and industry, or we WILL BECOME another Los Angeles. And
1o one here wants that for the future of the Denver Metro area, no
matter how much money it would bring. There isn't that much open
land left in the area, and it would be a shame to ruin this nearly
pristine area. The Rocky Flats area is unique due to its prairie
characteristics and its proximity to the mountains. We, the
residents of the area, neither need nor desire to have another

Denver Tech Center, with its traffic, congestion, and pollution

in our area of town.

The Rocky Flats site is also unique in that it poses a significant
public bealth danger if we start stirring up topsoil containing
contamination in order to develop it.

Finally, development of this area is in contradiction to the DRCOG
2020 Vision and Jefferson County Comprehensive Plans, and the
expressed desires in those documents to reduce sprawl and promote
infill development and limit expansion of the urbanized area. Only
Arvada, (the postor child for sprawl, which would flag-pole annex to
the continental divide if it could), and Howard Lacy (whose Jefferson
Center can't get financing to develop itself and so is trying to get

all of us — the public — to support it by providing

infrastructure) are in favor of this development.

#30 of 41: juliajp (Julia Portmore) Thu 02 Apr 98 (03:41 PM)

Please further investigate the option of using the entire Rocky Flats
property as open space -with so much office and industrial

development in the area, we all need a place to breathe! The quality of life
which encourages the "economic vitality” of an area can be far better
served in this way, rather than by more development, people, cars and
pollution. This is a unique opportunity for the Front Range community-
-let's not blow it!

#31 of 41: jay (John von Plutzner) Thu 02 Apr '98 (08:57 PM)

Well Will,

By the responses that have been registered as of late, I'd say a
pretty concrete set of values for the quality of life can derived.



1) Open space - please do not force development on a community, a
majority of people, who do not want it.

2) Preserve the environment - please do not assist any surrounding
community develop any land west of SH 93 by using federal funds to
provide infrastructure to the region.

3) Avoid grid-lock - do not support in any way a North West Parkway
which will only increase air, water, and noise pollution and promote
- overdevelopment. I feel most people will agree that the beauty of
the mountain backdrop has more value than anything a person could
possible build.

One additional note comes from those who have dedicated decades to
employment at Rocky Flats. Two of them have registered over 50 years
at the Flats. OPEN SPACE is the only option they feel is valid. And
their point is that they have watched litigation take place between
many Rocky Flats employees and the government over the years. Juries
have opted for the employee more times than not over health related
issues and "we the people” have paid their loss whether their claim

was truly valid or not.

Rocky will never be totally clean. Say the impossible happens and
Rocky Flats is cleaned without any additional radiation added to the
site, uranium deposits in the mountains to the west, Coal Creek
Canyon and beyond will always keep the ground water which runs
through the Flats some degree of "hot."

With this fact in mind and given that some people are less honorable
in character than others, if you try developing even close to capped
sites, you are inviting more litigation. With a plan of open space
future litigation involving health related issues is kept in check

for the time being.

#32 of 41: willneff (Will Neff) Fri 03 Apr '98 (08:25 AM)
John-

The Task Force has neither the objective or the authority to

"develop” the site. The purpose of the Task Force is to develop
recommendations for the DOE, EPA, and CDPHE regarding future use in
the Industrial Area. These agencies will ultimately make the

decisions regarding site reuse. The Task Force process is meant to

focus community preferences through stakeholder representation (i.e.

the Task Force) and public participation (i.e. this forum and

others), and will not be the final opportunity for citizens to express

their views regarding site reuse.

Once again, thank you for your insightful comments.

Will Neff
RFLI Project Manager




#33 of 41: kbonetti (Ken Bonetti) Fri 03 Apr '98 (08:32 AM)

I am writing to state my support for designation of lands on and
around the Rocky Flats Plant for open space. I am opposed to the
extention of water and sewer service to areas west of the Plant and
especially to areas proposed for the so called Jefferson Center (JC).

Westward extention of utility service will perpetuate urban sprawl
with all of its unhealthy consequences. Such an extention would
constitute a public subsidy to the private interests involved in the

JC and other private developments. Such subsidies accelerate growth
and sprawl at taxpayer expense and to the benefit of a few mostly well
heeled special interests. Forget the revenue recapture arguments
developers and sympathetic public officials like to offer as
Jjustification. Rarely do these infrastucture improvements pay for
themselves without general tax rate increases down the road. Public
funds should be used for projects that benefit the public at large

and enhanse the quality of public life, e.g. open space, social services,
education, urban infrastructure maintenance, etc. The jobs argument
that often attends proposals like the JC can be made for any
expenditure of money. The real issue is what the public gets for
those expenditures besides the inevitable creation of jobs.

Repeatedly, local polls suggest that citizens are most worried about
the erosion of community assets such as environmental quality and the
community ambiance that are important to the overall quality of life.
If you are unceratain of public opinion why not spend some taskforce
money on a Metro area poll that clearly spells out the issues and
options.

The biggest problem in most minds is the subsidized and mostly
unregulated sprawl that has marred the Front Range, spread traffic
conjestion and pollution, and raised the cost of providing basic
public services. A unique opportunity to preserve environmental
quality and enhance quality of life on the Front Range, particularly
in those areas close to the foothills is available. Do not screw it
up by spending tax dollars to extend utility service westward,
further metasticizing the blight. I hope this comment and others
like it influence the Task Forces decision.

#34 of 41: hector (Galbraith) Fri 03 Apr '98 (12:09 PM)

I am writing to articulate my support for preserving the Rocky Flats

site as open space. As a professional ecologist and as someone who
values the environment, I feel it would be a tragedy of the highest

order if this land were developed. It would blow a gaping hole in

current efforts to preserve the mountain backdrop and would bring the
existence of the Jefferson Center one step closer. Why should we

spend millions of dollars cleaning up one ecological disaster, Rocky Flats,
only to replace it with another - the Jefferson Center? Does that

make any sense?



#35 of 41: kossack (William Kossack) Fri 03 Apr '98 (12:52 PM)

I personally have toured the buffer zone surrounding the Rocky Flats
Facility. This area is contains totally unique habitat to the state

of Colorado. All efforts should be made to preserve Colorado's only
Big Blue Stem prairie.

The total concept of extending urban infrastructure into this mostly
untouched habitat is counter to good sense and concemn for the '
future. The environmental diversity loss resuiting from the
destruction of this area would be significant to the front range.

William Kossack
Acting CO Chair Rachel Carson Group
Rocky Mountain Chapter of the Sierra Club

#36 of 41: Rand (Randy G. Connell) Fri 03 Apr '98 (01:35 PM)

As Front Range citizens, elected representatives, land owners, and as
business developers, we have the opportunity right now to prevent
replication of the very nightmare that is forcing a mass exodus of
California’s residents, many of which choose to live in the beautiful
state of Colorado for the very quality of life that apparently some

of us have taken entirely for granted, or are shamelessly willing to
exploit for personal gains.

As planetary citizens, we have long since passed an acceptable level
of “progress” and yet continue to steamroll blindly into the future,
pouring asphalt and concrete upon that which we have just deforested
and stripped all value from in our short-sighted greed, apparently
entirely unaware that as we mercilessly rape the earth, we make it
increasingly more difficult for Her to sustain the life that She

initially gave to us.

As care-takers of the only planet in this solar system capable of
sustaining life as we know it, we must begin to adopt the attitude

that “enough is enough” and consider the true and long term benefits
of slapping yet another strip mall, McDonald’s, 7-11 and Texaco onto
a piece of land that means so very much more to the diverse eco-system
that thrives at the base of Coal Creek Canyon, and ultimately
contributes to our ability to simply exist as human beings.

I realize that there are far more egregious environmental tragedies
taking place at this very moment, and that in the scale of things,
developing land at and around Rocky Flats is perhaps meaningless in
comparison. But we have to stop/start somewhere. We, as a species,
have taken far more from our home planet than it is truly capable of
giving. Long overdue is our commitment to begin giving back, to start
reclaiming nature. Before we can even start that long process,
however, we must first draw the line and stop the destruction.

Together, we can draw that line and make that commitment right here
and right now. Enough is enough.




#37 of 41: richwahl (Richard Wabhl) Fri 03 Apr '98 (01:39 PM)

My professional training is in economics. Ido not believe that
federal funds should be utilized to bring infrastructure (water and
sewer) to the Rocky Flats industrial zone or the buffer zone.

Any such costs should be borne entirely by private interests that
may want to utilize that area. The federal responsibility in that
respect should end with providing adequate cleanup to protect down-
wind and down-stream communities. If the market for such a site
is sufficient, then private interests can finance the infrastructure.

Federal, state, or local governments would be better focused on
public benefits of the site - such as the protection of open space,
wildlife habitat, etc. Protecting these unique assets of the site
and the surrounding areas should be accomplished first.

#38 of 41: SWaters (S. Waters) Fri 03 Apr '98 (09:24 PM)

As a long-time Jeffco resident, I am aware how many people here want
no more distortion of facts by government bodies. Please correct any
and all wrong statements and implications sponsored or transmitted by
RFLII regarding development opportunities at Rocky Flats.

A very serious case in point deals with utilities. The consultant to
RFLIL, Leland, issued a report (in background on this web site) that
names "lower cost utilities” as one of the few attractions for
companies to seek an Industrial Area future site.

The DOE Pathway to Closure (Feb 98 document available on DOE and
Rocky Flats Citizens Advisory Board web sites, e.g., www.rfcab.org)
demonstrates how false that claim is. No money will be spent on
fixing the in ground utilities. In fact, they will be sealed off. A

vital reason is that the location and condition of old pipes, vaults,

and conduits is unknown and a high liability for contamination if
disturbed. This will make future excavation for new, replacement
facilities extremely expensive and obvious for pass-along costing (to
new and existing utility customers).

Even if developers were willing to take on that liability, there is
no fair justification for the federal government to spend scarce
cleanup dollars on subsiding new construction of utilities for the
10-16 mile gap from the end of existing lines.

The process for deciding what should happen at Rocky Flats has to be
public and cannot allow for special interest deals. A number of

local governments and citizens have been asking for open space uses.
These would be very compatible, fiscally responsible, and scientifically
smart for the whole property.

#39 of 41: richwahl (Richard Wahl) Sat 04 Apr '98 (06:56 AM)
I am pleased to see that your site software regisiered my comment

Friday afternoon - the impression that the screens gave me at the
time was that the comment could not be posted since someone else




had logged in between the time [ started writing it and the time
I finished. All of the succeeding screens indicated my comment
could not be posted and said I could return to edit, but then again
posting led to the same circle of screen. Th:smaybesomethmg
you want the site managers to change.

The site managers have posted a few comments and may want to consider
additional factual corrections or pointing people to source material.

Regarding what is described as the Homer Page letter, I believe it

is incorrect that the Future Site Work Group recommended a trans-
portation corridor across the Northwest Comer. The map in the

report shows one, but I believe the map and the text explain that this was
one item on WHICH THE GROUP FAILED TO REACH CONSENSUS.

I don't have that report close at hand, but someone may want to
check and post the correct information on this and other items from
that letter, which is posted as a restatement of the conclusions of

the report.

An error in the background material on the site itself regards in-
frastructure extension, and by implication, cost. The statement
under Infrastructure Assessment Conclusions incorrectly describes
the necessary sewer link as much shorter than what it would actnally

be at present:

This would require extension of a main to SH-93 where it could

to into a main extending to the EXISTING MAIN [emphasis added]
in 72nd Avenue [read State Highway 72, as that is what the Jefferson
Center Plans show - there is no 72nd Avenue reaching as far west
as SH 93. The Arvada sewer to which the Jefferson Center would
connect currently stops at 83th and Alkire - about 5 miles due east
of the Intersection of State Highways 72 and 93. The actual distance
into the plant would be longer - SH 72 runs west and north, the
western entrance off SH 93 is about 1.5 miles north of the inter-
section and it would be another 1.5 miles or so back east into

the Industrial Site. This might add up to a total of 8.5 miles

or so from the existing sewer.

#40 of 41: richwahl (Richard Wahl) Sat 04 Apr '98 (06:59 AM)

I am pleased to see that your site software registered my comment
Friday afternoon - the impression that the screens gave me at the
time was that the comumnent could not be posted since someone else
had logged in between the time I started writing it and the time

I finished. All of the succeeding screens indicated my comment
could not be posted and sai [7]

#41 of 41: willneff (Will Neff) Mon 06 Apr '98 (09:05 AM)

The infrastructure issue has been a difficult one to nail down, even
with the help of on-site and off-site engineers. The available
infrastructure data for the Industrial Area is dated, limited, and
sometimes classified (inaccessible). The general professional




opinion is that reuse of on-site infrastructure would be limited

at best. Site managers/regulators have committed in the Rocky
Flats Cleanmup Agreement (RFCA) to try to accommodate the
desires of the public in terms of building and infrastructure reuse.
And I emphasize, if it is the community’s desire. Under the present
RFCA, if the community does not desire reuse of these resources,
uncontaminated underground utilities (pipelines, storage tanks, etc.)
will be abandoned in situ.

As for off-site infrastructure, the Task Force has recognized that
significant improvements would be required to connect the site to
existing municipal systems.

As for the FSUWG and transportation corridors, Rich Wahl is correct.
The group did not reach consensus on a transportation corridor
*however the working group recognizes the importance of
transportation infrastructure for the area’s future”. That is as close as
the group got to advocating any sort of transportation system
expansion in the vicinity of Rocky Flats. The Task Force has
specifically avoided this issue because amy reuse concept
(development or open space) for the Industrial Area is not fully
contingent on off-site transportation improvements.

Even though the comment period for the Task Force process bas
officially closed, please continue to monitor this site and provide
comments. Community dialogue is crucial.

On Implementation Strategies:
#7 of 9: Cheater (Jay) Tue 31 Mar '98 (10:28 AM)

Isn't this fun.

#8 of 9: jlake (Jennifer Lake) Thu 02 Apr '98 (07:46 PM)

It is short-sighted and unconcious to think that this land can be used
for anything other than what the land is inherently for-to be left on
its own. Wildlife is more important than lumans, and certainly more
important than development...

#9 of 9: kbonetti (Ken Bonetti) Fri 03 Apr '98 (08:42 AM)

I am in favor of protecting and enhancing local quality of life by
using public resources to preserve open space, and provide needed
public services, not by subsidizing private development and profits
at the expense of the environment and the community. I therefore
oppose any extention of water and sewer service to areas west of RFP,
particularly to areas proposed for the so called Jefferson Center.
These areas should be designated for open space.



Other Comments:
#38 of 41: tschida (ellen tschida) Thu 02 Apr '98 (04:33 PM)

I feel the Rocky Flats area is an important open space to prevent
complete auto dependent development from forming between Golden and
Boulder. Maintaining an open prairie at the base of the foot hills

should have priority over increased sprawl.

#39 of 41: Cecilia Sherry (Cecilia Sherry) Fri 03 Apr '98 (07:16 AM)

Rocky Flats needs to remain as open space. I've lived within 4 miles
of Rocky Flats for over 20 years. I've seen the wildlife devastation
due to the uncontrolled, seemingty unending growth. I used to see a
Iot of wildlife, then a lot of roadkill, now I see almost neither. I

had eagles and hawks flying over my backyard. Not anymore. I've had
pheasant, fox, coyote, deer, bear, owls and otters to name a few, on
or near miy property over the years. Not anymore. We need to
preserve as much wildlife habitat as possible. If we keep making the
same mistakes about land use and wildlife preservation we will end up
destroying the very thing that bring people to Colorado. Open space
is priceless. I'm sick of seeing everything covered up with endless
rows of cookie cutter shaped houses, asphalt and heavy traffic. A
few weeks ago I was at 92 nd and Sheridan. As I looked towards the
mountains I saw for the first time in twenty years an ugly orange
brown cloud that mmg over Highway 93 from Boulder to Golden. How
incredibly sad! I know that money and greed are great and powerful
motivators to do the wrong thing for short term gain. We have the
opportunity to do the right thing, right now. Don't do something
future generations will regret. What do you want to be remembered
for most?

#41 of 41: jxsharp (Jane Sharp) Fri 03 Apr '98 (10:14 AM)

I have lived in Boulder county for 38 years. I think it is in
our best interests to preserve Rocky Flats and its
surrounding buffer zone as open space.

It is both in the interest of public safety and the wildlife
to maintain this area as development free. We could even go
so far as designating it as a peace park!




ROCKY FLATS REUSE WEB SITE

Discussion Group Comments for 4/5/98-5/5/98
On Scenarios:

#43 of 43: jay (John von Plutzner) Fri 17 Apr '98 (09:44 PM)

Wwill-

I wish to share one comment from a person who attended the forum held
on April 14th to discuss the task force's findings. "Yes, they (the

task force) took into account the overwhelming response of ‘the

public' to preserve Rocky Flats as open space. Then the bottom line

was that 'the public' truly didn't understand the proposed development
and that ‘the public' didn't understand that the proposed

reutilization of the existing Rocky Flats site would be surrounded by

a 6000+ acre open space buffer zone...and if they (the public)
understood this, there would not be such an overwhelming response in

favor of open space usage.”

I understand that the task force as put a lot of time and effort into
developing and proposing various plans for redevelopment/revitalization
of the Rocky Flats site. The vast majority of your material presented

at this web site details plans focused on development. Full utilization
of the site as open space is given very little focus. Ibave to give the
above statement some credibility then use it as a mirror for the

task force to view itself.

Perhaps the task force has narrowed its scope to the point to not be
able to view with true understanding that most people, people who are
well-equipped to understand the complexities of the issues involved,
want to limit growth in Jefferson County starting with the

restoration and preservation of all of Rocky Flats to open space.

If you do not hold proportional representation of this popular view,
your forum is not valid. '

John.




bap://www.govoetworks.com/winners.htm .

Enline Government Magazine

coveriog goverament policics ‘
& citizenship on the net

winners

04.19.88 -
Silicon Valley, CA. The Online Online Govemment Magazine has awarded the prestigious

"Digital Govermment Award of Excellence” to two outstanding sites. Each site is
summarized below:

Votelink - CDOT

http:/Awww.votelink.com/nfr ' 4
This on-line public hearing on transportation aitematives for Colorado's North Front Range is

sponsored by the Colorado Department of Transportation (CDOT). It offers a "hands on"
opportunity for the public, living in a region 80-miles long by 50-miles wide, to easily and
conveniently interact with the govemment's transportation planners. Through on-going
interaction with experts in discussion forums, the public leams what goes into
decision-making and can see their role in the process. CDOT's Myron Swisher is project

manager.

Votelink - Rocky Flats . .

http:/AMvww.votelink.com/rfr
This US Department of Energy sponsored Citizen Dialog is designed to both educate the

public and engage them in an on-going dialog about the future of Rocky Flats. The issue is a
*hot* one. The comments of citizens living in the Denver Metro area are being used to guide
the Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative (RFLII) Transition Task Force on how the 6500 acre
Rocky Flats Site, after cleanup, can best contribute to the region's economic vitality and
quality of life. This web site showcases how conflict resolution can work in real time to move
people past anger to discussions and ultimately, resolution. RFLII's Will Neff is project

manager.

For more information on these efforts, contact Alexia Parks, President, Votelink, Inc.
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opinions

May be best
to clear the deck

tminster City Council cast its votes Tuesday
to have-Rocky Flata become open space once

the work to remove waste at the site is com- -

pleted. The councfl plans to carry its mesgsage to Washiog-
ton D,C.. next weelc,
The vote comes amidst scenare

{os to have a single tenant utilize

ediTOTiGl the site or mm;ﬁ‘u a Cold War

museum on the grounds. Coun-

ofl raised concerns that excava-

tion work required in these scenarios could release conta-
minated soll to the winds. The soil could fall into the
creeks that run through the city. Certeinly the list of con-
ceros for these two scenarlos will grow aa the discussion
Leaving the land open may be less likeely (o invite future
problems, and it will make it easier to address any prob-
lems if there are no tenants on the property. And given the
history of the site and the incredible numbers of hours
and dollars expended, it seems fitting to leave the beat-up
land alone, Let the land join the open space around it, Let
the stained land regain a semblance of what 1t once was

years ago.
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Years of Excellence
in Reporting

627 National Press Building * Washington, D.C. 20045 « (202) 638-}260 * Fax: (202) §62-9744

Wednesday, February 25, 1998

ED Volume 26, Number 36

BY GECRGE LOBSENZ

What do you do with an old plutonivm plant?

That was the question a Colorado community group
began to address Tuesday with the release of scenarios for
possible re-use of the Energy Department’s Rocky Flats
plant following its clesnup:. - .

The scenarios include recasting the nuclear weapon
facility as an industrizl/office park, an “eco-industrial
park” focusing on environmental technologies, a re-
search center, a Cold War museum and archive or,
alternatively, knocking down 2ll the existing buildings
and preserving the site as opea space.

The options were prisented for public comment by the
Rocky Flats Locat Impacts Initiative, a community re-use
group that is trying W see beyond the 10- to 15-year
cleanup now under way at Rocky Flats, which fordecades
ptoducled plutonium components for the nation's nuclear
arsenal.

In oudining its proposals, the group noted that many
uncertainties remain about when the site will become
available for re-use and how much contamination will
remain on site. For example, DOE currently plans 1o cap

Planning For The Future At Rocky Flats

and fence off some heayily contaminated areas of the site, |-
and timetables for remova! of all plutonium from Rocky
Flats are not final. .

Further, the group said there are no obvious candidates
in terms of businesses that might be a good fit for existing
Rocky Flats buildings. And perhaps most importantly,
the group said there is no comiunity consensus about
what should be done with Rocky Flats, which has been the
focus of controversy due to its nuclear weapons mission,
and contamination releases. In that cegard, the task force
suggested local communities might need some sort of
“healing process™ o overcome bad perceptions of Rocky
Flats and clear the way for redevelopment,

“[Plrecise decisions about veuse of the industrial area
atRocky Flats can only be made several years in the future
when more is known about the nature, extest and timing
of cleanup and waste removal,” said the Industrial Area
Transition Task Force, 2 study group set up by the Rocky
Flats Local Impacts Initiative. .

* “These s¢enarios were-developed to illustrate the types
of uses the task force believes should be reserved as
choices for the future, They are not recommendations pes

{Continued on page 2}
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Planning For
The Future...

(Continyed from page one)

se.... They do serve to parrow the fu-
ture.choices by, for example, preclud-
ing residential development. The task
force recommends that the cleanup be
done in 3 way to preserve these options
for the decisionmakers of the future—
whether that is 2014 or 2050.”

The task force'will take publiccom-
ment oa its options uatil April 3. It
plans to come out ‘with final ‘recom-
mendations at the end of May. Ulti-
mately, the board of directors of the
Rocky ‘Flats: Local Impacts Initialive
will-‘Tnake recommendations 10 DOE
aboit whether to cut waler and sewer

"lines and tear down -buildings at the

site ‘or maintain those facifjtics for
redevelopment <

; The'task force proposed three gea-
eral apxmaéh@c for sife redevelopment

s “Agpressive and timely re-use.”
This would entail the quick establish-
ment of a redevelopment authority
uke over-and upgrade buildings and
site services and regrait businesscs as
tenants for a'mixed-use industrial/of-
fice park. Redcvelopment would pro-
cced jmmediately, with buildings be-
ing refurbished for leuse within lwo'
ycars of DOE réleasc or new buildings
bciqg Cb_nst_x_ﬁél&dl" .... - M. .

. +“Preterving options.” This option
would delry specific reusc decisions
an@ establishment of a redévetopment
auihority untif cleanup vears comple-
tion. Phascd'development wauld be
avoided and some industrial uses could
be deemed unsuitable.” © (.0 " ”

» “Hands-off..' The community
wauld basically stay ogt of QOE's way
untl clzanup is effectively completc
angd.ben gsscss the .best .uses for the
site, Cofiimercial ‘reuse .might be
deemed unsuitablé duc to Contaminated:
areas that are capped, surrounded by
basbed wire afid leftat the site by DOE.

The task force's fecommepdations
followa $tidy done-in 1994 by a previ-
ous communily fe-usc Study group,
known as thé Future Site Use Working
Group, ilso formed by the Rocky Flats
Local Impacts ‘Initiative. The- 1994
study- recommended the 385-acre 1n-
dustrial area of Rocky Flats be con-
verted into an ‘enviconniental technol-
o2y center and that the existing, much
larger -buffer zope now surrounding

he:industrial..area be maintaiped as

open space: That recommendation has

.been incorporated into currentsite plan-

nigg.. - .

~




March 3, 1998

Council retreat scheduled for Apr

City Council will be holding an annual goal
setting retreat on April 4. The meeting will focus
on Council priorities for the next year. These
priority areas will then guide the preparation of
the recommended 1999-2000 City budget.

WWW.Ci.wastminster.co.us

THE CITIZEN 'S LINK TO IN'F'l')R.\l.-\'Tl.().\' ABOUT THE CITY OF WESTMINSTER

City backs open
space at Flats

he Westminster City Council passed a resolution

Flats Environmental TechnologgSitefREE

eElatsshould béss:

Eoimn,

foundations be demolished and removed.
The resolution also says that capping part of the
contaminated protected area or other site areas is not

‘ . acceptable means to achieve cleanup and early

(sa8 FLATS, pags 2)

College Hill Library
opens this spring

he big book move has begun.
T On Monday, staff members
from the City and Front Range
Community College (FRCC) started
moving in more than 80,000 books and
other materials into the new College Hill |
Library near 112th Avenue just east of |
Sheridan Boulevard.
The 76,000-square-foot facility is a
joint project of the City and the college.
When the college transports its
collection of more than 50,000 books, a,
wide array of reference materials and
services will be available to students,
faculty, and area residents this spring.
The March 16 issue of City Edition will
focus on the new library, its floorplan,
services, the children's area and grand
opening activities.

-
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CityLINK

‘Health and safety

number one priority
at Flats, Heil says

{continued from page 1)

closure. The resolution states that
protective standards for cleaning-up
contamination should be tougher than
those set-for other industrial sites.
Westminster Mayor Nancy Heil
pointed out that Westminster is down’

o e +

wind and do%n stream from the 6,000
acre plant and buffer area. “Westminster
would be the most directly affected by
any disturbance of soil contamination
activity and our citizen health and well-
being is our number one priority,” she
said.

The RFETS is scheduled for cleanup
and closure between the years 2006 and
2010. The Rocky Flats Impacts Initiative
formed a Rocky Flats Facility and
Infrastructure Reuse Task Force in July,
1997, to develop and communicate a
plan and implementation/transition
strategy to convert the industrial area
after cleanup into uses that would
contribute to the economic vitality of the
region. With the help of a consultant,
several options for future use were
identified including the “Total Open
Space” option supported by
Wesiminster City Council.

“While redevelopment will have an
appeal to some, creating a wildlife
preservation/open space area similar to
the Rocky Mountain Arsenal makes a lot
more sense,” said City Manager Bill
Christopher.

Weter conservation project hegins

Boulder Energy Canservation Center (BECC) is conducting a water
conservation praject in the City. BECC will produce and mail an

° educational brachure to 50 selected high-water-using homes and
evaluate its effectiveness.

Internally IHuminated
Single-Sided Traffic Signal Mast Arm Mount
White on Teal Groen '
@ T el - 9 s Purple T

Bvd
5200 W

S 8 : _.)1

lluminated street signs to light up the night

Firiding an address in the City soon will get a whole lot easier. At the Feb. 23
meeting, City Council awarded a contract to Rocky Mountain Signal to install
internally illuminated street signs at key intersections throughout Westminster.

“The signs will provide enhanced community identity and be easier to read at

'night," Transportation Engineer Mike Normandin said.

Actotal of 127 signs will be installed at 33 signalized intersections within the
Westminster Center (92nd Avenue and Sheridan Boulevard), Westminster Plaza
(72nd Avenue and Federal Boulevard) and Westminster Promenade (104th Avenue
and U.S. 36) areas.

Last summer, City staff implemented a pilot program of internally illuminated
street signs by installing four different versions on traffic signal mast arms at92nd
Avenue and Sheridan Boulevard. After a formal evaluation process, the version
illustrated above was selected as the final design. -

Installation should begin this summer with completion scheduled for September. -

Council hires design team for new fire station

In an effort to reallocate fire rescue resources more toward the center of the City
along the 92nd Avenue corridor, City Council has awarded a design contract to
Dauer Haswell Architecture for the construction of a new fire station to replace Fire
Station 2 currently located at 9099 Lowell Blvd.

The new station 2 will be built at 9150 Lowell Blvd., near Mesa Elementary School.

A computer study of fire station locations indicated that the current locations
provided optimal response times to nearly all sections of the City. The study also
indicated a need for more resources near the center of the City. With this in mind,
Fire Station 3 at 7702 West 90th Ave., was expanded.

The City looked at the possibility of also expanding Fire Station 2, but it was
determined that it would be impossible to expand at the current location.
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Flats debate
heads to |
Washington

Arvada and Westtinster of-
ficials are in Washington. D.C.
this weak lobbying for clennuo
of Rocky Flars Environment
Technology Site.

The two cities agres; Cleanuo
at Rocky Flats must be done
swiftly and to the highest sian:
dards.

Where city leadets in Anada
and Westrninster differ i< the cx-
tent of the site's nouse,

Arvada wants an industnal
park on 300 acres. Westnuusicr
fenrs surring up comteminant< Tt
wanis open ’pacs only.
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SCfape ROCI(}/' Flats ‘mﬁr;ﬁﬂleffenqn&nthel.umh 19, 199a_pag;
buildings, says study

By JONN McMitLIN
The ucfieron '

Soring Novapeows. gaged local engineering con-

sullants Post, Buckley, Schuh &

Wxrwooo  Jernigan Inc. (o do the sludy
ver since the early 1980s, lastfall. . .
I ; when protesters’ butlons Among the key points of
urged, "Convert Rocky (hejr findings:

Flats,” cilizens have looked for * existing facililies at Rocky
Ways lo lurn over Jefferson Flals arc aging and worn,
County's sprawling nuclear DOE's pélicy for such plants
weapons companents plant to  pas becn to “operate systems to
peacetime commercial yses. failure™; .

But billions of federal budget * portions of jand beneath
dollars spent there over four cxisting plutonium-handling
decades have lefl Rocky Flats bulldings might have to be
with almost no buildings or paved and fenced off from pub-
other infrastructure worth sav- lic aceess for over 1,000 years,

Ing for reuse, arecent study has  if contamination cannot be re- 2]
determined. moved; -

Local leaders have suggested ~ industries most ltkely to L
that the 360-acre developed locate at Rocley Flats includes ]
core of the Rocky Flats site be- light manufacturing, and re- : '
come a magnet for new Indus- geapch and development for--
tries, and high-paylng jobs. But high-tech industries. Those In>
the consultants suggest that the dustries typlcally.require -cus-::

tom factljties, built to suit thetr:

the site clean of alj buildings

best deciston might be to wipe
specific needs; - . -

and let it sit fallow for years.
Those conclusions were part

of a consultagt's report.on the

site’s potential for commercial

reuse. The findings will be dis-.

cussed at an Open House meet-
ing Wednesday, March 25, from
6-9 p.m. at the Arvada Center,
6901 Wadsworth Bivd. -

* saving existing Rocky Flats -
butldi ngmay-um‘::gdqr reuse-of -
the site by reminding people:of -
previous weapons-building ac-
tviiesthere. -+ - T,y .-

. .NOW scheduled. for, &Oggﬂthne’*« :
betweén 2006 snd 2

2 0 Sua

Cdd 46

saved brings additional costs
for heat, security and mainte.
Dance while they await their
Several factors would work
in favor of Industrial use of the
site, sdid the report. It is close
to a growing high-techi commu.
Uity .along the Denver-Boulder
-turnpike, and would benelit
from complétion of the pro-

poscd Northwest Parlcway, th'e .

consultants predicted,
-But most of the Present

~buildings at the site are eithey °

too -Contaminated,’ too old or

RFLIL *By 2010, three or four:. .

buildings might be in' fair con-
'Admon‘?%dt_ they'’re nothing to

write home about.” *.
By then, the b&et-functlonmg

The ‘Rocky Flats Industrial the difficulty of plimmiziz (o 1o 4
Area Task Foree, a citizens sub- ° dustria] reuse, sal thq‘n%ﬂ.
cornmittee of the Rocky Flats o e |
» Local fmpacts Intiative, ca:. NS Sl 1
CONTINUED ﬁ'un'pagzs : .Structure on the site might be
: —  the water tower, sald Butter-
“Mo buil to be fleld.

‘While planning.activities
<ontinue, workers are maling
significant progress in el
up the site, officials told the
Lakewood City Council d
a Monday night study session.
All the plutonium solutions
have been drained ‘from gic:
storage tanis, eliminating
greatest threat of a nuclear ac-
cident, sald Bob Card, CEO of
prime contractor Kaiser-Hill,

But Card said that unfore-
Seen problems are encountered
often, along with higher-than-
expected levels of contamina-
ton. Now, as workers map,

_ ¢lean and disagsembie miles of

plutontum-laden piping, high
ackground radiatlo:gfn the
ulldings sometimes prevents
them from measuring the ra-
dioactive contents of the pipes
themselves, sald Card.
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ROCKY FLATS

Continued from page 1

storing, and disposing of waste.

. However, a community con-
cerned is a cornmunity empow-
ered. With voices and pens, citi-
zens, local governments, envi-
ronmental groups, and the
business community came to-
gether to protect the environ-
mental rights'of the citizens ‘of

_ the Front Range. Born of these. .

community efforts are several
~ groups dedicated to specific is-

- sues regarding Rocky Flats. The
Rocky Flats Local Impacts Ini-
" tiative (RFLI) has been a sup-
port center for the re-employ-

‘ment and transition of current.

workers, -as well as informing
the community of the economic
' impacts of the change of mis-
- sion of Rocky Flats. They also
emphasize public involvement
in the reuse of the site once the
cleanup is complete. The Rocky
Flats Citizens Advisory Board
(CAB) advises local govern-
ments, the Department of En-
ergy, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency and other inter-
ested parties on policy issues
while promoting public involve-
ment in all the decisions that
affect the cleanup.

Taking a leadership role in

the activity surrounding Rocky
- Flats is the City of Westminster.
Councillor Sam Dixion has be-
come a tremendous resource of
information regarding the
cleanup process and the orga-
nizations involved. She advises
City Council and several City
departments on a constant ba-
sis, while attending countless
meetings and conferences.
Chemist Mary Harlow, originally
hired by the City of Westminster
as a water quality analyst. is the
Rocky Flats Coordinator for the
City. She works closely with
. Councillor Dixion as they scour
the endless amount of docu-
" ments that flow from a project
‘that costs the American taxpay-
ers over $1 million a day to ad-

minister.

The efforts of the City and
other groups involved created
the construction of Woman
Creek Reservoir, protecting
Standley Lake from runoff from
the water sheds of the 6,550

acre site. The City of Broomfield -

built a new water system with
funds provided by the Depart-

ment of Energy after it was:
-, proven Rocky Flats activity com-
promised the safety of their wa-
" ter supply. Monitoring of the air,

watér, and soil are as constant
as the commitment of these
members of our commmunity that

- .are monitoring everything that
- is being done at Rocky Flats.
* The public hasn't’ a.lways :
been welcome at Rocky Flats..

The Department of Energy is still
to come to terms with the
fact that the local community

"has created a groundswell of

political power, dictating to them

what is and what isn’t accept- .
" able. An ongoing example of this
, . alike, giving everyone an idea of

is the insistence of Westminst
Broomfield, and the CAB to re-
duce the soil action levels, a pro-

cess used-to determine how - _
. -borly News, the Rocky Flats Lo-

much plutonium can be left in
the soil after-cleanup is com-
plete. An independent review
has been ordered, creating an

oversight panel of 13 people

from all segments of the comrnu-
nity including Iocal government,
environmental groups, the sci-
entific community, and a citi-
zens group. Their is no repre-
sentation from the Department
of Energf or its contractor, Ka.l-
ser-Hill.

~ Theclimate surrounding the
history of this incredible federal
complex is changing before our
very eyes, although it is obvious
that the process will go on for
many decades to come. All par-
ties concerned are clear about
one thing - public knowledge
and participation is necessary.
On Monday March 16, from 9

How Our Commumty is
Changmg a Cold War Legacy

a.m. to 5 p.m., your education
can begin by visiting the park-
ing lot of the Westminster City
Park Recreation Center on the
northwest corner of 104%- Av-

enue and Sheridan Boulevard.

On display will be aTRUPAC - a

Transuranic Waste Pack, which
-.is a 63% foot-long truck that
contains large barrels that will -

contain transuranic waste -
waste material contaminated
with U-233, which are certain

‘isotopes of plutonium, and nu-
clides with atomic numbers -

greater than uranium. Experts

‘will be on hand to explain how °
- these bartrels are lined, and how .

_ they will be transported to the - ‘

WIPP Site - a designated reposi-
tory for transuranic and transu-

ranic mixed wastes, located at

‘the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant,
‘2,000 feet underground, near
" Carlsbad, New Mexico. Inside
_the recreation center, a commu-

nity rooin will display a hands-
on classroom for kids and adults

what has been going on at Rocky
Flats all of these years.
- In the April edition of Neigh-

cal Impacts Initiative will be fea-
tured. Their history, partici-
pants, and impact on cleanup
and reuse activities will be ex-

‘plained. In May, we will feature

the Citizens Advisory Board, and

_its participation regarding

Rocky Flats. In both articles, you
will be introduced to avenues of

communication and information
" that will be provided to you just

for the asking. Hey, 1ts your
backyard! o

Editor's Note: Neighborly News

would like to thank the Clty of
Westminster Rocky Flats Coordina-

-tor Mary Harlow for the mounds of

information provided for this, and
future articles. Further information
regarding this article and its issues
can be obtained on the Intemnet at

wwuw.neighborlynews.com.

=)
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Colorado on sterolds 9 Lo
[ have ac last scen it printed 3n black
and white! [n “Growth at all coss”
(March 5-11), anthor Pacrick Crawford
quoted Brian Mokt of the Sierra Club
= sucing i terms of Front Range de-
velopment “There are no signs right
now that we arc heading in a different
direction from what Sonthera Califor~
nie did 25 years ago.” Having grown up
in the San Francisco Bay Ares, which,
like Southern California, undexwent
mmpant growth steered by developen
and pro-sprawl govemments, | sce ticde
affort to plan sad control growth along

i
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the Froat Range. The Froat Range is
fo rea] danger of being buile over, oue
town bleading Into the next, cookic-
cutrer suburbs melding together among
congratad avenuos of tingle-ridet auto-
mobilcs stretching fom Foct Collins to
Puchlo. Like the droves of deeamseckos:
that flocked to Califormix la the 19€0s
and *70z, we all want bave 2 hame in
the country, 8 large shiny sutomobile
and space to be free. And 3 the Cail-
forni= ‘mmigeat: demonstrated
theough the creation of the Los Axe-
les, San Erancizco and Secamento
matcpalitan artay; this dream is Bects
ing and elusive, fox the comatry sad
open space which they sought bas been
buile over. Congsssion, poise, stripmalls
and long automobile cammutes havs
replaced the high quality of lifz they
had hoped for. Curready both the Lox

" Angeles 2nd San Franciseo Metopoii-

tin Ateas cover regions equivalent o
the are= between Fort Coltins sod
Pueblo, While th> consamens of sprawi
must certsinly bear some responaibility
for the paving of 2 region, the r=al vil-
{sina of Jevelopaiznt are the loca] gov-
eruments typified by the Arvada offi-
cials fn fivor of tnilding the Jeffryon
Ceater. According to “Growth st 2ll
costs? Arvada City Councilman Ken
Pollaag feels that annexing the Rocky
Flgts and foothills land sud building th-:
Jefferson Caater i3 fox the good of the
Arvada citizons bacauss it brings devels
.opment, is s form of phaning and cx-
pands the tax base, Bither Fellmag
wears blindeis or he is undes the inflo~
atte of davelopment special interests
beeause as Califoenia has demonstrated,
the quality of LifS declines and the cost
of living increases s & result of spoawl
like the Jefferson Center. Fellman ko
typifies greedy small-town cicy counci!-
men who amempt to Increase tax bases,
pokitical power, 1nd possibly &y to 1220
pertonal gain by courting development,
which ultimacely has a desultory effect
on the town residants. Undl we a0 te-
stezin pro-growth local governmens
and zctually deal with che curreat tread

. of development, wa are doomed to ro-

pea the mistakes Southern California
and the San Francisco Bay Area made
25 yeass 2go, and continue 10 struggle
with today.

Eric Buitty/ Bouldes
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Rocky Flat

Much effort has gone Into developing.a
vislon for fiture tse of the Rocky Flata

a
long-rang use plan for the Rocky Flats
area. Now, all the work we did to reach
consensus and to ahow the fedoral gow
erament that we are united beliind a
plan for Rocly Flats is in jeopardy.

The Rocky Flats Future Sitz Use Task
Force comprized representatives of local
governments, environmental groyps,
surrounding land owners, the peace
community and workars 2t Rocky Flats,
This group met oftes during 1994 and
1993 to find commeon ground and to set
ma;hwedwoﬁb%ﬁ?edme

and facilities, The nfee
aghﬁdthzﬂhcd:ﬁnghs%m
which eacompasses over acres,
will be preserved as open epace, Other
camponents of the plan are: 1) A road-
way corridor uear the northwest corner
of the facility will be reserved; 7) Exist-
ing mineral rights on the facility will be
honored; 3) A small portion of land o
the northeast corner will be potentially
available to Superior for development,
provided that an amrangemeat can be ne-
gotiated with the propesty’s neighbors;
and 4) The existing developed arca can
have future use if it can be demonstrated
that it is safe,

Today, those entities interested in pur-
suing the development allowable uynder

e

SUNDAY CAMERA 30
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e

S: Preservin

.
the agreement are at wark 1o determine
oeiting depdipet e o the
existing area,

Flats Industial Area Task Force, a new
;:gfﬂﬁ?aukukﬁwuhhaﬂgnneur

er to consider a variety of options.
Among these options are Industrial rede-

open space, an eco-industyial

park, a government rescarch and devel
optuent center, a cold war mnseum and
a single tenant to be selected by the
commtnity,

We must avoid the trap of confusing
the Industrial Area Task Force with the
Future Site Use Task Force, If we do
not, we may lage sight of the most im-
portant aspect of the long range plan,
the preaervation of the open space sur
rounding the Rocky Flats property. This
18 erucial for Boulder Commty. The apen
space agea o0 the Racky Flats proparty
Bou!xiwet’ the County and the City of

$ open space programy to
create 2 15,000-acre natwral shield
against the spraw of the metropolitan
area into southern Boulder County.

‘There are forces who want to re-open
thia long-range plan for additional nego-
tiations, Soma see Fiats ag an un-
cluttered biue priat for development.
Some other groups wish to completaly
probibit any fisture development on the
entire property, I am concerned that as
the Induatrial Task Force does its work,
these interests will clash and perhaps

g our plan

pot agree upon the future of Rocky
Flats, the fiture will be lef in the hands
af the DOE, We lmiow this is very dan-

1 am also committed to ensuring the
safety of those who work at Rocky Flats
and of all of us who Tve in its vicinity, All
miclesr and non-nuclear hazardous
waste must be removed from the ares
bebrescanfcalmmﬂle
danger of transporting these matetials
must be recagnired, the need to couatain
them In the safest possible location is
the overriding coneern, Where they re-
side now, they present a dangerto 3
populated area that will last for tena of
thogsands of years, a risk that may well
outlast the existence of the metropolitan

ares,
mb&?“m:thm Vai:-d

Ioag-term require
ilance, but there are also ities if
we can avald clouding our shared vision
for the propesty. This has 10 be a priedlty
for the Cangreasman for the 2nd Can-
greasional District. It will be for me.

Homer Page is a Damocratie candidate
- comal Disiri
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ROCKY FLATS
What should happen
after the cleanup?

B oulder residents have 8 key
. opportunity to register comment
oD a matter that could affect traffic
congestion and open space — whether
Rocky Flats should be used for
commercial development or opea
space after cleanup. While use of a few
bulldings there may appear reasonable
i atfirst, that option now appears to be
part of Arvada’s plans to use federal
moeey to promote development of the
Jefferson Center — a new city
west of Rocky Flats, stretching from
the Boulder County line to Golden.
Rocky Flats is not planning msjor

)y
sy

OPE!

repalts to the plant’s sclfcontained
water and sewer. Future uge of even a
few buildiags will require beinging
utiities from off-sitz. The rout2
discussed is along Highways 72 and 93
to the plant’s west calrance ~—

isely the route

efferson Ceater. The Center has

finance thia infrastructure, and the
Arvada sewer repzins some five miles
east at 88th and Alkire.

Why should federal subeldies be
used to rehabifitate onsite structures
and to extend water and sewer service
for several miles to the benefit of
Arvada? The result would be to drive

complicate ,
preservation of key wildlife habitatand -

vistas to the mountain backdrop,
Indecd, a new consensus, supported
by Westminster and Broomfield, is
fnnnlngtpa:boﬂ:ﬂxemdusﬁalm
as well as the federal buffer zone at
Rocky Flata, should simply be

23 open space,

preserved . :
You can quickly register yosr views

on this pew alternative or the other
three Industrial Tansition alternatives
by the April 3 deadline using the
Internet site estabfished by Rocky

N FORUM

r.B2
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Northwest
Metro
Chamber
spliton = .
Flats’ fate .

by Nahey Bachiet

Northwest Mctro Chamber of
Commerce 18 divided on what
to do with Raocky Flats after
the cleanup 8 complete,

At a Westminster {ssues
breakfast March 27 chamber
members heard a presentation
by DeAnne Butterflicld, exzcu.
tive director for the Rocky
Flats Local Impacts IniaHye,
og afx cptians for re-use,

An informal vote after the
presentation showed seven
members In favor of open
space, 8fx in favor of indusirtal
redevelopment, stx (4 favar of
& research center, four for an
€nvironmental technaologies
center, two for a single Yewel”
tenant, and none for 1 cold
WAar museswm, -

“The abseuce of a clear bell
curve is really indiweative that ;
we all need miore Information,” g

E
3
3

Butterfield said,

John Swartout, speaking for
Scnator | Wayne Allard,
stroagly ‘encguraged the ciles
and businesses to- come to-
gether with a unifled vote, I
for no other reason than to
preserve thelr opticna.

It 18 Important for you to
come 20 a consepsus NOw,
work out a strategy and use

- Allard to get your polnt acrosa.
Otherwise DOE (Department
of Energy) or Wasghington nxy
make the choice for you.”
Swartout said, )

Westminaster Mayor Nancy
Het!l encouraged chamber
members to came to a consen-
ous on iic 385-acre weapans
production arca becaming
opes space, the city’s official
paglilon, -

" I think we have.to take a

firm positlon—no develop-
ment,” Hell said. “Don't put
samething out there, have peo-
ple warking cut there and then
nnd'ont later that it is not

Any optiong.presented by
the task foree or other agea-
tics are depeudent ar when
pintoniom stoved at the facil-
ity |5 satpped to Savannakb
River ta Qe a plen that i
not Tke plutonium
i3 alstcdﬂ:rahtppwgbyzm.
bowever there are also plans
1o bufld 2 new storage vault at
Rocky Flats which would bold
the transuranic waste until at
least 2015, Waich plan wifl be
used won't be determined for

tiree (o four years.

Low-level radisacttvye weste,

see Flats Page GA

ES AR AR R GRS NN YT+ 3

Flats’ fate pondered

suth as gloves and cotton

sults, 13.slated for shipment to
the Waste [scddation Ptlot Plant

removed. |
Currently, Rocky Plats is
targeted ‘for acgelerated

-

¢cleantup -by 2008, however dmn:;;
alistic projecticus put
at a much later date.

“There i3 a reat concern that
Eaiser-Hill and DOE-wil] bave
to alter their plan. they are
still gromising cleanup by
2006 when the president has
not provided adequate funding
for the 2010 plan. I just want
you to know all Is not smooth

regarding the cleanup,” But-
fm’ﬁcfd:gid.
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OCKY FLA
R T3 proposed by the industrial Arks
Response to Transition Gk Forcefinthe

tombined recommendations of the
Homer Page FSUWG. From the standpaiat o thcse
armer County Commisaicner ombined recommendstions, oo

FHmrP&:desavedtogdher md&ewma
on the Rocky Flats Future SitedJse : d"!‘lml mmme
s g 1o 3o M Do bet 20 cleanzp the gromp callod iz,
was A 8
e L e e
e more this . it
receotiy convened Rocky Flats dm?mmm%w amg:g
Industrial Area Thak Forca, , Worse yet, 2z B Pmmm“&c

The latter, M. Page rightly fittire will be left in the hands of the
recognires, seems to favor DOE. and “thiz in very o
dmmtdmemdq&wdmix& dangerous,
ways counter recommendations . lﬁ!ﬂ'f HOORE
the FSUWG. But he confages the ixsue Rocky Mowsin Pozce end fiasticr Conzer
when he suggests that the Industrial : Brdder
area Task Force would eflminate gpen
space. Both groups faver Iegving the
6,000 acves of the Rocky Flats buffer e
Zoue 38 Open Space.

Mr. Page makes o refecence to the
vayspedﬂcmcnmmendggacg
|mmmmnde e
FSUWG, namely, that the site he

egvironmentafly respo nam
‘The FSUWG recommegndation that
the lndustriad zone might become an

ooncdatiarl From
the: perapective of 2 commitmant to the
long-term cleanup goal, Rocky Flats
could become a for

contaminateq with plutondum and
other radionuciides and x getting for
. the developmment of technolagies to”
remediate'these very conditions,
Nooe of the futnreuse scenarics
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counties econ affected by the
end of production at the Rocky Flats
‘Plant formed an organization to

L :study and find ways to ease the enérmous im-

pact of the disassembly of an industrial complex.
The Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiattve (RFLI)

bor iinjons, neighbors; small business, and com-

- munity-based interest groups. - -
- . Created from RFLII'is the Rocky Flats Indus-
 trial Area Transition Task Force. Their goal has
“been to develop a strategy for the reuse of the
Rocky Flats site, using econotmic studjes, the best
information avaflable concerning the cleanup it-

*  Several ideas developed by the task force hava

~ + been placed on the table; all having their mexits.
‘Industrial ‘redevelopment or an *eco-industrial

.- park,” focusing on environmental technologies are

" two-of the ideas. In both cases new construction
- -would take place at the industriz site. A research

. ‘aging an emphiasis ox enyironmental studies; is
. an*optori. Wattingfor' a:large, ingle-tenant to
- . build their corporate headquarters is another idea,
‘A *Cold War Museum.and Archive” could be de-
veloped 0 educate Visitors:of the jmpact

final idea, vigorously endorsed by Westminster
City Counctl, s to leave the entire site as open

movement: corridor for many forms of wildlife.

that the 6,000-acre buffer zone surroiinding the

. YOU ARE INVITED TO.OUR
- :GRAND.OPENING
AFRIL 25, SATURDAY 11:00 - 3:00.
. Doer Prizes & Drawings for FREE Rebases,
" Food and Prinks

even years ago, twelve, citles and .

* board, funded by the Department of Evergy. in- .
cludes representatives of local'governments, la- -

-8¢lf, and the feedback from the community at-|

page 18 . NQ'rﬂ’)j‘Ién.'w I\le.(jl«bor‘lx./ News Llpi[ [C{q‘g

| . The.'Hé.lf-Life' of Patieﬂ,Cé:_ v
o ROCKy Flats Local Impacts Initiative "7 -

Y ek Lense : T ‘ ' R .

and that residential and retail uses

option. oL S :
. Funding for RFLII ends next year, much of

their mission to case the' transition of the eém-

are’not -an

- ployee base having been completed. Othiergréups

are sure to follow, created by concerned local gov-
emsments and citizens, and funded by the Depart- .
ment of Eneigy. It is estimated that the cleanup, -

‘of Rocky Flats will take another 15 to 20 yeéais.

With all that is still not known out t'hm, time!

. really is the 1upredictable variable.

Patience. Vigilance. These are the tools local.
eommunities have been using dusing the process
of dismantling the war machine. ‘Although 1t will
take a long time, your knowledge will make the
tools work better. Write to: Rocky ‘Flats Local

. Iiipacts Initi :tive, 5460 Ward Road, Stilte 205;

Arvada, CO 20002. Or call 303-840-6080. Or
fax 303-940-5088, Or ¢-mail: will@iflil.org. Or
visit their web pite at: www.votelink . com/rfr. -
Get on thelr mailing list and stay abreast of all

that is happcoing in your backyard.

& developriient enter, hioused by elther a local |
' university or federal research laboratory, encousr-

Flats had on our community and the world. The °

space. Studies show-that the sitc is a natural .

* “Everyone concerned with redevelopment agrec-
industrial complex should be left as open space, .

NEED LOOK NO FURTHER!! |
“COVERWELL®” DOESIT ALL |

 THENCALL: . . -
- “Comfort Concepts, Inc.” (303) 426-7877
- _FOR MORE INFORMATION; "

Major credit cafils sicéepted

Y . 7605 Ciuich Ranch BIva, . Tracy * Janct * Lisa
* (Behind Diamond Sharmrock at :
Old Wadsyurth and 104t5) Fhone 460-5268
'_'1.
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ATLOSALAMOS ...... . cccoeoeneens

Westinghouse Electric Co. has been awarded a $3.5
million subcontract from Johnson Controls Northern
New Mexico to coordinate scheduling and work control
processes at Los Alamos National Laboratory. The
subcontract will be managed by the Westinghouse
Government Technical Services Division. Under the
terms of the contract, about 65 Westinghouse engineers

AT ROCKY FLATS ........ceccc-

Workers at Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site
last week began excavating more than 100 drums of
depleted uranium chips from a 250-feet-long, 15-feet-
wide, 10-feet-deep trench which represents the single
largest source of radioactive material in the environment
at the site, officials declared last week. The drums were
buried .in the trench between 1954 and 1962. The trench
contents were characterized using historical data, em-
ployee and retiree interviews, old photographs, and
geophysical characterization including electromagnetic
and ground-penetrating radar surveys. In addition to the
depleted uranium, site officials expect to unearth about
ten drums of cemented cyanide waste and other materials
left over from depleted uranium processing. Workers
will dig up only one or two drums at a time to ensure
that only small amounts of material are exposed to the

& Begm
..... TASK FORCE RECOMMENDS SITE BE USED AS BUSINESS CENTER

AT ROCKY FLATS

The Rocky Flats Industrial Area Transition Task Force
will recommend to the Department of Energy that the
site’s industrial area be cleaned up to a standard suitable
for use as a future employment center, a more stringent
standard that would be required for open-space use. The
Task Force also will recommend that the site’s cleanup
plans preserve a range of future-use options by leaving
the site free of demolition rubble, and that cleanup take
into account long-term stewardship and ongoing protec-
tion of human health and the environment. The group
will also suggest that existing buildings and infrastruc-
ture will not be needed in the future and should therefore

AT OAK RIDGE

Although lawyers for the Oil Chemical and Atomic
Workers Union considered a federal judge’s ruling in the
union’s lawsuit against a DOE "landmark" environmen-
tal decision (WC Monitor, Vol. 9 No. 24), the other

10 Weapons Complex Monitor ¢ Exchange/Monitor Publications, Inc.

WESTINGHOUSE WINS CONTRACT

and technicians will be made avaiiable to prioritize
maintenance tasks at the lab by monitoring the availabili-
ty of manpower and material and evaluating the safety,
security, and technical requirements for each facility
operations job at the lab. Company engineers also will
inspect and report’ on facility conditions in need of
repair.

WORKERS BEGIN EXCAVATING DEPLETED URANIUM

environment and any one time. As a further precaution,
workers will wear protective clothing and self-contained
breathing apparatus, and the entire excavation will take
place under a 32,000-square-foot tent built over the
trench to protect workers and the work site from heavy
winds, rain nd excessive heat.

The excavated waste will be sent to Starmet CMI in
South Carolina for treatment and/or recycling. Other

wastes from the trench will be disposed of at licensed-

low-level and low-level mixed waste facilities in Nevada
and Utah. The excavation work is being done by Rocky
Mountain Remediation Services, the Kaiser-Hill team
member largely responsible for environmental cleanup,
waste management and decontamination activities at
Rocky Flats.

be decontaminated, demolished and removed as part of
the site cleanup.

The task force is a public-private body convened by the
Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative and DOE last
summer to develop recommendations concerning the
future of the core industrial area of Rocky Flats. It will
officially make its recommendations to the Department
at the end of a public comment period. The site’s
industrial area is surrounded by a 6,100-acre buffer zone
which another task force has already recommended be
preserved as open space.

OCAW "VICTORY“ FAR FROM COMPLETE

parties claimed victory as well. OCAW, which filed the

lawsuit last year in protest of DOE’s cleanup contract .

with BNFL Inc., claimed there were violations of the
3161 guidelines for hiring workers and said that environ-

June 15, 1998




put on hold for now

¢

recommendations on the

{uture use of Rocky Flate
hss declded no decistons can be
made untll cleanup of the site
lias been com, in 2008.

Tiie Rocky Flats Industrial
Arca Tranvition Task Forcewss
crzated by the Roeky Flats Lo-
cal Impacts Initiative and the
{1.5. Department of Caergy last
surmmer o deévelop retommen-
dallons for; the tndustrial area
of the Racky-Flats site.

Its task was to develop a plan
and tronsition strategy to con.
vert the 385-acre ceniral indus-
{rial ared {nto an employment
ccaler or other use that would
contribute to the economie
hexlth of the region,

The task foree has an-
nounced that after consideri
a varicty of uses — tncluding
apen space, industrialoffice re.
development, a museum or re-
search -park — {t has
detertmined that specific dect-
Slons regarding future use of
the gite cannot be made unti
the sile is safely cleaned up and

* ARVAQH
Thctaskfomeoctuptomake

‘other. erilical issues have been 1%

resolved.

They include whether pluto-
nfum at the sfte will be moved
clscwhere or atored on-site in
underground vaults, the extent
of environmetital remediation,

the condition of the alte after
Cleanup, local economie conds-
tions and public sentiment in
2008 when cleanup (s suppose
to be eomﬁlete.

The force aays its great-
st concern is the quality of the
cleanup and is reco
a ahncgnd of cleanup that
make the site sultable for fu-
turc employment, & more strin-
gent standard than would be
required for an apon space usc.

It rccommended the cleanup
beadequate to prescrve n
of future options by }
site free of demolition ‘rubble
and taking into account o
ing protection of human health
and the cnviroment.

As a resuit it Is recommend-
ing that all b and Infra-
structure: be 'décontaminated,
demolished and removed.

Arvada city officinls- have
fought for a standard of
cleanup that will aliow the site
to be redeveloped as an em-
ployment center (o create
that will help replace the thou-
sands that are beinglost due to
the closure ‘of the former nu-
clear weapens’compouent facil-
) F
. Cify Councilan Bob Dyer,
gll;o s-:rv“;og ofi:the tgssl‘g force,

elicves oup's position on
the clmnupa;;a:l‘;ip line with the
qw's e dix
“We're OK with It,” hie said.
Lo A
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Cleanup comes first, plans second

o e cecion.

on future use for site _ buildings
deeﬁunonﬂuhm-eweofthahd‘dn md removed. The b calling for a
bave t0 wait, S e s modiflcation dthewciamzp:phn to
The Rocky Flats Industriaf Afea Transition - métde riuo -of mfrastrictare soch 22 -
'l']ak!‘omeimtn:}‘mf ing. e . EEE AR
ete cleanup cleas o o i
sapmphmmmuwhn?&r:&e;eu:rgm SR T AT uqﬂockyﬂalsmza L

Ff&'&- %ﬂ‘t—v

for a decision, &he Jand will be available for
the chosen use,

The sk force is rer that ol
uwm

b

Nadenac | o
Rocky Flats future on hold

Cleanup o pags 14 mmﬂcm
foundations, -utilities, tee of contimuity, It has
pipes, tanks and wn. o beca endd-
nels and is secking

‘Being In the hands of the local-
govemments, at least they will khow
the history and it wilt be safeguarded

to some degrse,’

r ) - Sam Dixtan
to raach. acceprablo risk !

‘ Waestminstar city counclior

.. .* .
the group said i
the

flars cleaned upnoa:ev:lfg;ng;’ror

employment center, one et

lcgahofdcanuppostiblegie:’nthclenlofmnn-
on,

Westrinster City Councillor Sam Dixion, who
sits on &ehdum?ummmm.
sid Taesday that a:hln‘l.‘r;?conmw_aou the dedi-
C

sion wan cxtremely difli

"It was painful in the scmme that there are those
whowmmemplgz::;tmmdothmwho
want of ‘Pd‘:‘:;;. said, “We all agreed we

m L

ce the decition was made In June, the tsk
force's mission was essen camplete and now
the group is looking to the public for comments to

acre buffer zone
At one dme,
femoval of building

(o area rezidencs as the
prevailing winds would carry mdiadonladen dust
across the citp, .

mmmmh&nlﬁm the potendally
0. i infrastructure. and soils in_the
ground poses more of 2 yiak that the hazardous
mﬁhwmmigmkmthogmundyc.ter.
.';-"Wehateeo_hmmandlg. said Dixion, "but
we'd rather have them dig than have it left-in the
d. An tht‘m'migmm b tabeo ..

are ng.
thae the task force'’s recom-

Dixton dﬂl;?
the city’s prefer-

ngn
ia,"the replacement
. Dixion said representa-
ranents have already been meet.

10 ir stewardsbip of the flags site,
mgﬂd::{nnth?hmdadthehul

governmenu, at
2aq it will be mfe-
guarded to some degree,” Di sadd. “T think we

mendation i3 compaghls with

m; ' ’ [ : .thc

.E"Shchhith-’fthmtﬂepamgc of tinic, and

declsion daes 'fg‘vc{othe m,:ity more time, will only
i open space position,

bd“lf’ha:nmmncl? rh if’ it occurs on

Interfocken and the Jefferson Center
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debated

- Panel envisions
an industrial park

"“A new report suggests Rocky Flats
should be cleaned up enough for use as an

mdustnal park, not just as open space.

. The report, by a task force studying fu-

ture use of the nuclear weapons site closed

in 1990, is already raising questions from

nearby residents who favor open space.
Charles Barrick, who worked for Rocky

Flats for almost 39 years and lives less

than 2 miles from the site, said it’s a ques- 1

area.
“It’s just a waste of money to get in-
volved’ in this cleanup to uncirtauf stan-
dards,” Barrick said. “Until somebody can
say what’s not unhealthy, you would never

know if it is OK to have people working | -

there in a normal industry.”

taorizeigs Ruiweh

AT

(RN SRe T

tion of how much workers can clean up the g %ﬁ'-!":leff said the task force wanted to leave ¥

§ community with options on what :

_'The recommendations of the task force :
~— formally called the Rocky Flats Indus- |
trial Area Transition Task Force — will |
have to travel a long bureaucratic trail be-

fore being accepted, including the federal

Department of Energy, the state health de-

partment and the federal Enviro
Protection Agency.- - : .pmental

"The report does not :propose that the ;
" core 385 acres of Rocky Flats eventually

be made into an industrial park. Instead, it

suggests that the:contaminated area be ‘
cleaned up enough to make that possible. .
Even more stringent c¢leanup would be”

needed to make the-area acceptable for
homes, while gpen space would require the
least cleanup. © =~ : :

“The task force decided now is not the
time to decide a specific re-use,” said Wil-
liam Neff, program manager for the
Rocky Flats Local Impacts Initiative,
which will be next to review the report.

The panel’s report does not address the

6,100 acres of buffer space surrounding the
385-acre core area. The entire Rocky Flats t
cleanup process is projected to cost $6 bil- -

lion if finished by 2006, but could cost $7.3
billion if not finished until 2010, according

to Rocky Flats spokewoman Jennifer ;

Thompson. .

“It’s very expensive because you are
talking about radioactive-contaminated
material. It’s going to be challenging be-

_cause it .involves disposal of radioactive §
. ?ggs.t,e off-site,” said Carol Lyons, the city %

bt Arvada’s Rocky Flats coordinator.

§’¢u1d be done with the land.

*3The task force is again asking the com- °

munity for input. Though the task force
will not change its report, community in-
put will be an appendix to the report, Neff
said.- Those wishing to send comments can
mail them to the Rocky Flats Local Im-
pacts Initiative, 5460 Ward Road, Suite
205, Arvada 80002. The e-mail address is
http://www.votelink.com/rfr.
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The Rocky Flats Local Impacts

Initiative We released a

fepart containing five “scenarios®
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femo

industrial use to aresearch cam.
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'ROCKY FLATS

Task force withholds ;
declsmn on Flats future

A task force studying the
future use of Rocky Flats B
announced Thursday it mnnot
make a specific
recommendation until the
Energy Department’s former
nuclear weapons production
sxte is safely cleaned up.

L’Ihe group also sugg@ted o
" that since no potential future .-
_ users would benefit from the -
srte’s buildings, all current sx
xnfrastrucmre —including
water, sewer, communication

and electricity lines — should -

- be decontaminated, demolished ‘;
and removed. §

" The Rocky Flats Industrial
Area Transition Task Force,
.convened by the Rocky Flats
‘Focal Impacts Initiative and the
Department of Energy spent
the last year reviewing
scenanos forreuse of Rocky
Flats industrial core, including
. open space, industrial
development, a museum or
research park.




-

C1ty wants Rocky Flats agreement

- ByLINDABIACK

ity officials don't want. to
Csee any delays in the
= cleanup and removal of ra-
dioactive waste at Rocky Flats.
Arvada officials are working

" to establish an intergovern-

- mental agreement with neigh-

boring cities and counties to
oversee the cleanup of the for-
mer nuclear weapons facility.
The Rocky Flats Local Im-
pacts Initiative intergovern-
mental agreement, funded by
the U.S. Department of Energy,
will expire on Dec. 31, and city
officials believe a replacement
agreement is necessary, said
Carol Lyons, Arvada's Rocky

. Flats eoordinator.
City officials have had sev-.

eral .informal discussions re-
garding such an agreement
with nearby cities and counties
bordering the plant.

Rocky Flats, which stopped
productlon nearly 1 O years ago,

is’ bordered by Arvada West-
minster, Broomfield, Superior,
the city of Boulder open space
and Jefferson and Boulder
counties. Arvada has the long-
est contlguous border Lyons
said.

“What we're
tablishing is an entity that will
continue to be concerned with
the cleanup at Rocky Flats,”
Lyons said. _

Other cities .have also ex-
pressed some interest, she

said, because of various inter- -
ests, including road and water

projects in the area.

It's hard to i e, Lyons
said, that there would not be
some kind of intergovernmen-
tal agreement to continue to
oversee the cleanup of the site
and determine its future use.

She said the Rocky Flats .
weapons site is unique in that -

it borders ‘with five cities and
two counties, while similar
sites generally are in a single

aboutes-

.isolated storage site,”

city or county.

“So it makes it more chal-
lenging for us,” she said. “But
there needs to be some means
to eommunicate with the De-

- partment of Energy and look

after the mterests of local resx- .
dents.” . |
- The city also rwponded to

the demonstration Saturday at |

" Rocky Flats protesting the |,

planned transportation of nu-
clear waste from the site to the

" Waste Isolation’ Pilot Plant in

Carlsbad, N.M.
. “It makes no sense to keep.
nuclear waste upwind and up-
stream from two million people
in the Denver area when the
federal government has.spent
millions to provide a safe and
City
Councilwoman Lorraine An-’
derson said. :

“The Rocky Flats site is un-

- suitable for storage of any kind

of toxic or hazardous waste ma- '
terial,” Lyons added :




Start planning for Flats

recent report underscores

why Front Range commu-

nities soon must decide

what they want to do with

- Rocky Flats, the former nuclear
weapons factory south of Boulder.

In recent years, the U.S. Depart-

ment of Energy has been scrubbing

- out the bomb-making equipment,

.- packaging radioactive wastes into

safer containers and shipping the

atomic- materials to more appropri-

ate facilities elsewhere in the coun-

" try. This cleanup work must contin-.

ue, regardless of what other decisions
are made about the property.-

However, in the next couple of
years, DOE expects to start tearing

_'down buildings at the site.

Then what?

The Rocky Flats site stretches
over more than 6,300 acres — a par-
cel nearly 50 percent larger than the
old Stapleton Airport. The federal
government plans to hold onto only
about 50 acres, which are so contam-
inated they can’t be reused. '

About 6,000 acres might be used
for open space, but the remaining 300

-acres could be transformed into an
industrial park.

However, a recent report, com-
piled by a citizens group called the
Rocky Flats Industrial Area Transi-
tion Task Force, suggests that the
300-some acres earmarked for indus-
trial use be cleaned up much more
than current plans envision.

- For example, DOE now plans to
tear down the old buildings before it

" hands over the keys to local commu-

nities. But the feds aren’t planning to .
tear up concrete pads on which the
structures sit, nor do they intend to
replace aging water lines or other in-
frastructure. )

But the citizens’ group has argued
that the property should be trans- -
formed enough to preserve the most
reuse options. Therefore, the task
force suggests a much more thorough
decommissioning process than is now

-on'the drawing board.

The recommendations still must
pass through many more stages be-
fore DOE will say yes or no.

Still, DOE isn’t apt to do more than
it now plans unless nearby communi-
ties can show a compelling reason for
doing so. If communities agree with

- the task force’s recommendation,

they can convince the feds to expand
the decommissioning plan only if
they can tell DOE exactly what
they're going to do with the 300
acres.

The feds want to be largely moved '

out of Rocky Flats in less than six

years. That means the nearby com-

* munities must do some serious plan-

ning, and soon — for in the next cou-
ple of years, the question of what to
do with the huge mothballed atomic
bomb factory site will loom as one of
the most important public policy is-
sues facing the Front Range. -




that determination and two, to give us feedback if they They determined it would be ore econongc to actually
e ﬂlmkparametersshomdhavebeendiﬁ‘ereutthanwete mbuﬂdthantouytomaintainandbringuptocode

used in the modcling. Bur the actual final cleanup levels some of the facilities that exist out there now. There
. would not be addressed ungjl the Record of Decision were other parts of the recommendation, that wag the

of the regulatory agencies have agreed are protective of Getting back to the 2006 clearrup plan, there are some
public health and the cnvironment, but the regulatory buildings out there that are going to be pretty chal-
final cleanup levels will be addressed in the Record of lenging to clean up, specifically some of those plutoni.

Decision for the site, for the cleanup of the site itself. um buildings where you have Infinity Room issues
and things of that nature. What sort of contingencies
And when fs that schednled for release? do you have in the cleanup plan for things that come

up that you might not expect that would affect
That would be around 2006. Somewhere in the 2005 to schednle and budget and things like that?
2006 timeframe. '

) Well, the amount of contingency varies from project to

So that will be one of the final things that will be -project. based on how we have assessed the complexity
done. Is that becanse you have to get the buildings of the project or some of the unknowns of the project.
down first? We're' certainly ot short of surprises on every project

We take on at Rocky Flats, but each one also provides an
Exactly. You need to have the buildings down, and you ._- -increased level of leatning and knowledge that makes the
need to have been able to do a validation of the clean- Dext one just that much "easier®, I won't say easier in
up—and the cleanup would be based on he future land- itself but easier to take on. But the amount of contingen-
use scepario for the site which was agreed to with the cy differs from project to projec,
communities two, maybe three, years ago now. So what g

. iE g
the soil action levels target are the Cleanup levels that At the plutonium buildings, the project baseline itself
were determined in conjunction with the commumities. may include specific rooms in Building 707 that have a @
We think that those are going to be acceptable in the higher amount of contingency for both schedule and cost
ong term based on current Jand-yse Plans, but the actual ' relative 1o others, so jt's very hard to say how we’ve
regulatory decision and docoment that make them final taken care of it...it's been applied to the specific activi-
is the Record of Decision jtself, 2 ties and the complexity of the specific activities.
Now, the Rocky Flats Local fmpacts Initiative just What about moving nuclear materials off the site?
released some recommendations for famre site use, *  And'the-TRU waste inventory? X mean, it looks like
are those different than the future lagd-mse recom- WIPP might open, but...
mendations? . -
' Well, we're expecting WIPP to open.
Those are different, and actually, it wasn't specifically T
the RFLI that made those recommendations, it-was a Well, yes, but you can’t be sure about these things.
task force that was administratively managed by RFLI, And moving plutonium to Savannah River, you know,
but involved representatives from €very city and commu- the folks down there haven’t signed off on that yet. Is
nity affected by the site, Their specific task was to look that - something the site management is concerned
2t facility reuse, not land reuse, to determine if there about? .. ..
were any facilities on the property that the communities R
would like to see maintained and remain for longer term Well, we're.very concerned and if you Jook through the
use. They brought in expert surveyors and others who management plan you'll see there are four key areas thar
have a career in determining reuse and redevelopment the management plan js specifically focussed on—those
and what just came out for public comment was a set of are two of :them... So those areas of shiproent are key
recommendations that included dispositioning ail of the areas in the management plan that jnvolve multiple
facilities at the site, programs .in Washington, so it’s one of the general
focusses of that plan.
Q the communities are recommending tearing down R ' -
ery building at Rocky Flats? And those would be areas where the plan would
include specific contingencies?

8 Weapons Complex Monitor ¢ Erdmngeﬂ_t{énitof Pablmanom- Inc. July 20, 1998






