Department of Energy
Richland Operations Office
P.O. Box 550
Richland, Washington 99352

December 20, 2018
CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Tom Carpenter
Hanford Challenge

2719 East Madison Street
Suite 304

Seattle, Washington 98112

Dear Mr. Carpenter:
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUEST (FOI 2019-00199)

This letter is in response to the electronic Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request you
submitted to this office requesting “written comments submitted to the Department of Energy in
response to the Department’s Notice of Availability of the Draft Waste Incidental to
Reprocessing Evaluation for Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Site...”

Your request was assigned to the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Office of River Protection
(ORP) to conduct a search of their files for responsive documents. ORP has completed its search
for records and 824 pages of documents were located and are enclosed. Within the documents,
this office has made deletions of names, home addresses, personal cell phone and home phone
numbers and any other personal information regarding other individuals, pursuant to

Exemption 6 of the FOIA.

Exemption 6 provides that an agency may protect from disclosure all personal information if its
disclosure would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of privacy by subjecting the third-
party individuals to unwanted communications, harassment, intimidation, retaliation, or other
substantial privacy invasions by interested parties.

In invoking Exemption 6 we considered 1) whether a significant privacy interest would be
invaded by disclosure of information, 2) whether release of the information would further the
public interest by shedding light on the operations or activities of the government, and 3)
whether disclosure would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of private or public interest.
The DOE has determined that the public interest in the identity and personal information of the
individuals whose information appears in the documents does not outweigh the individuals’
privacy interests. All releasable information in these documents has been segregated and is
being provided to you.



Mr. Tom Carpenter -2- December 20, 2018

The undersigned individual is responsible for this determination. You have the right to appeal
this determination to the Office of Hearings and Appeals, as provided in 10 CFR 1004.8. Should
you choose to exercise this right, your appeal must be filed within 90 days after receipt of this
letter. You may submit your appeal by email to OHA. filings@hgq.doe.gov, including the phrase
“Freedom of Information Appeal” in the subject line (this is the method preferred by the Office
of Hearing and Appeals). Alternatively, any such appeal may be made in writing to the
following address: Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals (HG-1), U.S. Department of
Energy, L'Enfant Plaza Building, 1000 Independence Avenue SW, Washington, D.C. 20585-
1615. The appeal must contain all the elements required by 10 CFR 1004.8, including a copy of
the determination letter. Should you choose to appeal, please provide my office with a copy of
your appeal. Thereafter, judicial review will be available to you in the Federal District Court
either (1) in the district where you reside, (2) where you have your principal place of business,
(3) where DOE’s records are situated, or (4) in the District of Columbia.

You may contact the DOE Richland Operations Office FOIA Public Liaison, Richard Buel, at
(509) 376-3375, or by mail at P.O. Box 550, Richland, Washington, 99352 for any further
assistance or to discuss any aspect of your request. Additionally, you may contact the Office of
Government Information Services (OGIS) at the National Archives and Records Administration
to inquire about the FOIA mediation services they offer. The contact information for OGIS is as
follows: Office of Government Information Services, National Archives and Records
Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College Park, Maryland 20740-6001, email at
ogis@nara.gov; telephone at (202) 741-5770; toll free at 1-877-684-6448; or facsimile at

(202) 741-5769.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me at our address or at
(509) 376-6288.

Sincerely,

-Original signed by-

Dorothy Riehle

Freedom of Information Act Officer
OCE:DCR Office of Communications

and External Affairs

Enclosures



WMA C Conceptual Model
(attached to email from Dr. Stan Sobczyk, Dec 1, 2016)

The goal of the Nez Perce conceptual model for WMA C is to explain the observed lateral spread
of tank waste in the vadose zone, the presence of tank waste in groundwater, and to align with
the existing data. It has long been recognized at Hanford that: “Stratification tends to increase
spreading of liquids along bedding planes and along contacts between sedimentary units” (ARH-
ST-156). The use of geophysical logs to correlate stratigraphy is well established and has been
used in tank farms in the past. Within the C tank farm, DOE’s most recent use of geophysical dry
well logging to correlate stratigraphy and contamination was documented in DOE/RL-92-04.
The conceptual model proposed by the Nez Perce ERWM is similar to that arrived at by prior
Hanford investigators (HW-9671, 1948, ARH-ST-156, DOE/RL-92-04, WHC-SD-EN-TI-185,
WHC-SD-EN-TI-299).

Cross Sections

The purpose of correlating the stratigraphic units is to evaluate and account for their effect on
lateral transport. Widespread and correlatable stratigraphic units are identified based on neutron-
moisture logs and spectral gamma ray logs from boreholes and push holes at WMA C. As shown
on Figure 1, tank waste has migrated to the northeast down stratigraphic dip base on the
distribution of cobalt-60 in the vadose zone. The index maps show the locations (Figure 2) and
boreholes (Figure 3) used to construct four dip cross sections (Figures 4, 5, 6, and 7) and five
strike cross sections (Figures 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12). These cross section were developed using the
neutron-moisture logs collected by WRPS, Stoller, and Energy Solutions. The cross sections
demonstrate the presence of continuous, small scale, silty/fine-grained layers in the Hanford H1
and H2. These fine-grained layers are generally less than 0.5 meter in thickness. As shown on the
cross sections (Figures 4 through 12), ten layers were correlated in the Hanford H2 (Layers B, D,
E,H,J,L, N, P, R, and T), and five layers were correlated in the Hanford H1 (Layers U, V, W, X
and Z). Table 1 lists the elevations of these layers for the boreholes and push holes based on the
available neutron-moisture logs. Additional layers are present in the Hanford, which weren’t
correlated to simplify the computer modeling. Note the elevated moisture above layer B in push
hole C8763 on cross Section C-C* (Figure 6). No soil samples were collected in push hole
C8763.

Hanford Fine-grained Layers

C Tech Development Corporation’s Environmental Visualization System (EVS) version 9.92
was used to krig the elevations of the interpreted fine-grained layers (Table 1) and to create
visualizations of the subsurface distributions of the fine-grained layers in the Hanford H1 and
Hanford H2. Visualizations of the individual Hanford fine-grained layers were exported to a
graphics program for annotation and final presentation. The ten layers were that were correlated
in the Hanford H2 are shown in plane view on Figure 13, and the five layers that were correlated
in the Hanford H1 are shown in plane view on Figure 14. Mapping of the fine-grained layers in
the Hanford H2 (Figures 15 through 24) indicates a stair-step of over-lapping layers (Figure 13),
which generally dip to the northeast. The map of the Hanford H1 fine-grained layer U (Figure




25) shows dip to the northeast at the base of the backfill near tanks C-106 and C-109. The fine-
grained layers in the Hanford H1 (Figures 26 through 29) indicates a set of over-lapping layers
(Figure 14), which will direct infiltration into the lower Hanford H1 and the backfill. The
migration direction of the cobalt-60 plumes (Figurel) is consistent with the slope of the fine-
grained layers in the Hanford H2 (Figures 15 through 24), which generally dip to the northeast.

Contaminant Migration in the Vadose Zone

To explain the migration of uranium from the BX-102 tank leak, Pruess and Yabusaki in (Pruess,
K. and S. Yabusaki, 2002. Modeling Studies of Fluid Flow and Solute Transport at Tank BX-
102 in the Hanford Vadose Zone in Knepp, A.J., 2002. Field Investigation Report for Waste
Management Area B-BX-BY, RPP-10098) report that: “The current interpretation, based on
observations at the field experiments, is that there are numerous, discontinuous, low
permeability laminations/lenses in the H2 unit oriented with 3% general slope towards the
northeast. Liquid migrates sub-horizontally along a lamination until the lamination terminates
or is weak enough to allow breakthrough, whereupon it migrates vertically until encountering
another lamination.” The conceptual model of moisture-dependent anisotropy allows tank waste
to migrate through the vadose zone, whereby fluids migrate horizontally along a conductive fine-
textured lamination until it terminates, or its matrix potential is sufficient to allow breakthrough.
The waste fluid migrates vertically after breakthrough, until encountering another wetter,
conductive lamination that, again, promotes lateral migration. Enhanced lateral flow is caused by
strong anisotropy throughout the formation due to pervasive multi-scale layering of the
sediments. Lateral migration of tens of meters from the point of origin is possible with this
anisotropy mechanism (Figure 30).

Model Parameterization for the Fine-grained Layers in the Hanford

The measured and estimated values for the Early Palouse Soil should be used emulate the
characteristics for the fine-grained layers in the Hanford, since laboratory measurements of
Hanford fine-grained layers probably haven’t been made. Also, we recommend that the modelers
read Pruess and Yabusaki’s: Modeling Studies of Fluid Flow and Solute Transport at Tank BX-
102 in the Hanford Vadose Zone in Knepp, A.J., 2002. Field Investigation Report for Waste
Management Area B-BX-BY, RPP-10098.

Visualizations of the Neutron-Moisture Log Data

The neutron-moisture logs collected by WRPS, Stoller, and Energy Solutions were imported into
C Tech Development Corporation’s Environmental Visualization System (EVS) version 9.92 to
create visualizations of the WMA C moisture field. The logs collected by Stoller and Energy
Solutions were resampled from a 3 inch interval to a 6 inch interval to reduce the overall number
of measurements to facilitate to computer computations. The hand-held logs collected by WRPS
were collected at a one foot interval and resampling wasn’t necessary. The combined moisture
log dataset consisted of 21,120 measurements and is displayed in Figure 31. The fine-grained
layers in the Hanford H2 appear to control the movement of cobalt-60 in the vadose zone (Figure
32), which causes the “stair-step” nature of the cobalt 60 vadose zone plumes. On the southwest




side of the tank farm, the Hanford H1 fine-grained layers direct infiltration into the backfill and
the Lower Hanford H1 underneath tanks C-101, C-104, C-107, and C-110 (Figures 33 and 34).
In the Lower Hanford H2, elevated moisture trending to the northeast is present in the area under
tanks C-108 and 109 and extending out to groundwater well 299-E27-7 (Figures 33 and 34).

Figure 1: Migration of tank waste to the northeast at WMA C.
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Figure 2: Location map for the cross sections in WMA C.
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Figure 3: Location map for the boreholes used to construct the cross sections in WMA C.
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Figure 4: WMA C dip cross section A-A’
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Figure 5: WMA C dip cross section B-B’
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Figure 6: WMA C dip cross section C-C*
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Figure 7: WMA C dip cross section D-D’
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Figure 8: WMA C strike cross section E-E’
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Figure 9: WMA C strike cross section F-F’
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Figure 10: WMA C strike cross section G-G’
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WMA C strike cross section H-H’

Figure 11:
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Figure 12: WMA C strike cross section I-I’
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Figure 13: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layers, which demonstrates the stair-step nature
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of the fine-grained layers in the Hanford H2.
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Figure 14: Top view of Hanford H1 fine-grained layers, which indicates the truncation of the
four upper fine-grained layers by the tank farm excavation.
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Figure 15: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer B, which shows dip to the northeast.
Isolines are in meters above sea level with 0.5 meter contour interval.
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Figure 16: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer D, which shows a slight ridge centered
under tank C-110 with a northeast/southwest strike. Isolines are in meters above sea
level with 0.5 meter contour interval.
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Figure 17: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer E, which shows northeast dip and a slight
ridge centered under 241-CR-151 with a northwest/southeast strike. Isolines are in
meters above sea level with 0.5 meter contour interval.
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Figure 18: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer H, which shows a slight depression on
the northeast side of WMA C. Isolines are in meters above sea level with 0.5 meter
contour interval.
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Figure 19: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer J, which shows northeast dip. Isolines are
in meters above sea level with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 20: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer L, which shows northeast dip. Isolines

BMOISTURE

are in meters above sea level with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 21: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer N. Isolines are in meters above sea level
with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 22: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer P, which shows east/northeast dip.

Isolines are in meters above sea level with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 23: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer R, which shows east/northeast dip.
Isolines are in meters above sea level with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 24: Top view of Hanford H2 fine-grained layer T, which shows east dip. Isolines are in
meters above sea level with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 25: Top view of Hanford H1 fine-grained layer U, which shows northeast dip. Isolines
are in meters above sea level with 0.5 meter contour interval.
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Figure 26: Top view of Hanford H1 fine-grained layer V, which shows northeast dip and directs
infiltration into the Lower Hanford H1 beneath the tank farm backfill. Isolines are in

meters above sea level with one meter contour interval.
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Figure 27: Top view of Hanford H1I fine-grained layer W, which shows northeast dip and directs
infiltration into the tank farm backfill. Isolines are in meters above sea level with one

meter contour interval.
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Figure 28: Top view of Hanford H1 fine-grained layer X, which shows northeast dip and directs
infiltration into the tank farm backfill. Isolines are in meters above sea level with one

meter contour interval.

Waste Management Area C
g Hanford H1 Fine-Grained
\)ﬁ‘:‘; 'A”E "ﬁQS‘ p X
S (a9 Layer
.._%' M - 4
- =} 136,650 4~
] ‘4 g‘ " =
4‘"1. bt B =
"\;\),W *f
L3 e
MANN
136,600 —+—
WMOUSTURE
LR
s 136,550 -
1%
172%
"n%
1%
%
136,500 -+
L2
s
%
5%
LY
% 136,450 +
%
| l ] 1 l
- t : . 4 . -

I 1
575,050 575,100 675,150 575,200 575,250




Figure 29: Top view of Hanford H! fine-grained layer Z, which shows northeast dip and directs
infiltration into the tank farm backfill. Isolines are in meters above sea level with one

meter contour interval.
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Figure 30: Lateral flow of tank waste in the vadose zone at WMA C is caused by strong anisotropy throughout the formation due to
pervasive multi-scale layering of the sediments, particularly in the Hanford H2. Layering in the Hanford H1 will direct
infiltration underneath the proposed surface barrier.
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Figure 31: Neutron-moisture logs at WMA C viewed form the southeast and looking to the northwest.
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Figure 32: Neutron-moisture logs and cobalt-60 contamination at WMA C viewed from the northeast and looking to the southwest.
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Figure 33: Neutron-moisture and cobalt-60 (tank C-108) data at WMA C viewed from the south and looking to the north that
illustrates infiltration being directed into the backfill from the southwest by the Hanford H1 fine-grained layers and the moisture

anomaly in the Lower Hanford H2, which is located northeast of tank C-109.
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Figure 34: Neutron-moisture and cobalt-60 (tank C-108) data at WMA C viewed from the east and looking to the west that illustrates
infiltration being directed into the backfill from the southwest by the Hanford H1 fine-grained layers and the moisture

anomaly in the Lower Hanford H2, which is located northeast of tank C-109.
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Table 1: Listing of elevations for the Hanford fine-grained layers that were correlated throughout WMA C. The elevation was picked at the maximum moisture content in the

layer.

Well H1 Silt_Z | Silt X Silt_W Silt V Silt U H2 Silt T Silt R Silt P silt N Silt L SiltJ Silt H Silt E Silt D Silt B
E27-24 198.571 | absent absent absent absent absent 173.581 absent absent absent 172.5 absent absent absent absent absent 156.2
30-03-01 184.588 | absent absent absent absent absent 172.398 absent absent absent | 170.754 | 168.925 167.096 absent absent 162.524 short
30-03-03 | 184.492 | absent absent absent absent absent 172.4 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
30-03-05 | 185.025 | absent absent absent absent absent 172.5 absent absent absent 172.3 | 169.661 short short short short short
30-03-07 | 185.713 | absent absent absent absent absent 174.743 absent absent absent | 173.702 | 170.959 short short short short short
30-03-09 | 185.403 | absent absent absent absent absent | 175.043 absent absent absent | 171.263 169.13 short short short short short
30-04-01 186.7 | absent absent absent absent absent 180 absent short short short short short short short short short
30-04-02 | 186.344 | absent absent absent absent absent 178.724 absent | 178.605 175.557 absent absent absent absent absent absent short
30-04-03 | 186.789 | absent absent absent absent absent 179.3 absent short short short short short short short short short
30-04-04 | 186.771 | absent absent absent absent absent 179.301 absent | 178,267 175.524 absent short short short short short short
30-04-05 | 186.765 | absent absent absent absent | absent | 180.365 absent 176.8 short short short short short short short short
30-04-08 | 187.059 | absent absent absent absent absent | 182.799 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent absent absent | 158.792
30-04-12 | 186.496 | absent absent absent absent absent 180.406 absent 177 absent | 171.746 absent absent absent absent short short
30-05-02 | 186.392 | absent absent absent absent absent 175.722 absent absent absent | 172.521 absent absent absent absent short short
30-05-06 | 186.382 | absent absent absent absent absent 176.2 |  absent short short short short short short short short short
30-05-10 | 185.898 | absent absent absent absent absent | 176.138 short short short short short short short short short short
30-06-02 | 185.454 | absent absent absent absent | 183.014 | 173.874 absent absent absent absent | 169.602 absent absent absent absent short
30-06-03 | 185.459 | absent absent absent absent | 183.552 | 173.269 absent absent absent absent | 169.684 short short short short short
30-06-04 | 184.784 | absent absent absent absent | 184.559 173.514 absent absent absent 173.4 | 170.691 absent absent absent 164.671 short
30-06-09 | 186.089 | absent absent absent absent absent 175419 absent absent absent | 172.223 absent short short short short short
30-06-10 | 185.308 | absent absent absent absent | 184.702 | 175.248 absent absent absent absent | 170.376 absent absent absent absent short
30-06-12 | 184.748 | absent absent absent absent | 183.408 | 174.421 absent absent absent | 173.654 | 170.454 absent short short short short
30-07-01 186.59 | absent absent absent absent | absent 179.88 absent | 178.541 short short short short short short short short
30-07-02 | 185.963 | absent absent absent absent absent | 179.863 absent | 177.609 short short short short short short short short
30-07-10 | 186.771 | absent absent absent absent absent 184.631 absent absent absent absent absent short short short short short
30-07-11 | 186.684 | absent absent absent absent absent 183.024 absent | 176.196 absent absent absent short short short short short
30-08-02 | 186.371 | absent absent absent absent absent | 175.091 absent absent absent | 173.236 absent short short short short short
30-08-03 | 186.374 | absent absent absent absent absent 175.1 absent absent short short short short short short short short
30-08-12 | 186.403 | absent absent absent absent absent | 176.033 absent | absent short short short short short short short short
30-09-01 | 183.943 | absent absent absent absent | 183.52 174.803 absent absent absent absent | 171.328 absent short short short short
30-09-02 | 184.963 | absent absent absent absent | 183.011 174.903 absent absent absent absent | 170.819 absent short short short short
30-09-06 | 186.378 | absent absent absent absent absent 176.008 absent absent absent | 172.812 absent short short short short short
30-09-07 | 185.958 | absent absent absent absent absent | 176.208 absent absent absent | 173.236 absent absent absent absent short short
30-09-10 | 185.045 | absent absent absent absent | absent | 174.985 absent absent absent | 173.644 absent short short short short short




30-09-11 | 185.208 | absent absent absent absent absent 173.328 absent absent absent | 172.288 | 171.678 absent short short short short
30-10-01 | 186.628 | absent absent absent absent absent | 182.968 | 182.541 | 177.969 absent absent short short short short short short
30-10-02 | 186.748 | absent absent absent absent absent | 181.108 absent | 178.244 absent absent short short short short short short
30-10-09 | 187.732 | absent absent absent absent absent | 186.202 absent | 176.635 absent absent absent short short short short short
30-10-11 | 187.123 | absent absent absent absent absent | 185443 absent absent absent absent short short short short short short
30-11-05 | 186.264 | absent absent absent absent absent 177.734 absent | 177.306 absent absent absent short short short short short
C4297 186.339 | absent absent absent absent absent | 178.6455 absent 178 175 absent absent absent absent 166.3 absent 157
4401 20275 | absent | 200.167 | 198948 | 194.528 absent | 188.428 absent absent short short short short short short short short
€4403 203.048 | absent absent | 199.3167 | 196.724 absent | 188.719 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4405 203.257 | absent absent | 199.5242 absent absent 189.3 absent short short short short short short short short short
C4407 203.228 | absent absent | 199.9905 196.182 absent 189.209 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4409 203.036 | absent absent | 199.4968 | 195.3058 absent 189.2 absent short short short short short short short short short
C4411 203.194 | absent | 199.8833 | 199.1198 absent | absent | 189.175 | absent | absent short short short short short short short short
C4413 203.164 | absent | 199.8503 | 198.9389 absent absent 188 absent short short short short short short short short short
C4415 203.058 | absent 199.29 | 198.3742 absent absent | 187.209 | absent | absent short short short short short short short short
C4417 203.034 | absent | 198.9598 | 197.8915 absent absent 187.185 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4419 202.633 | 200.08 | 198.5598 | 197.4946 | 193.3782 absent 188.305 absent absent short short short short short short short short
4421 202.585 | 200.57 | 198.5886 | 197.2916 | 193.2515 absent | 187.956 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4425 202.485 | 200.24 | 198.5617 | 196.5836 absent absent 187.8 absent short short short short short short short short short
4427 201.607 | 199.59 | 197.4566 | 195.8564 absent | absent 188 | absent short short short short short short short short short
C4429 202.024 | 199.93 | 198.2531 196.275 absent absent 187.695 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4431 201.708 | 199.54 | 197.2528 | 195.2716 190.395 absent 190.129 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4433 201.89 | 199.72 | 197.7402 | 196.521 absent absent 190 absent short short short short short short short short short
4435 201.738 | 199.57 | 197.7405 | 196.5214 absent absent 189 absent short short short short short short short short short
4437 20186 | 199.61 | 196.7196 | 196.7196 absent absent 189.06 absent absent short short short short short short short short
C4439 201.96 | 199.64 | 197.5038 | 196.7418 absent absent 189 absent short short short short short short short short short
C4447 201.54 | 199.6 | 197.4684 | 196.0952 short | absent 189 |  absent short short short short short short short short short
C5943 205.4 | absent | 202.091 199.5 absent absent | 190.464 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
C5947 204.996 | absent | 201.8352 | 198.6333 absent absent | 188.846 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent 168.763 absent absent
C5951 205.126 | absent | 201.8875 | 198.6109 absent absent | 188.976 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
C5953 205.6 | absent | 202.5901 absent absent absent 186.7 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
C5955 20542 | absent | 202.2602 199.06 absent absent | 190.181 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
C5957 205.659 | absent | 202.4205 | 199.6788 absent absent | 190.719 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent short short short
C5959 205.848 | absent | 202.8381 | 199.7901 absent absent | 188.168 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent short short short
C5961 206.745 | absent | 203.3541 | 200.6109 absent absent | 189.065 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
C5963 205.65 | absent | 202.4135 | 199.6703 absent absent | 189.192 absent absent absent short short short short short short short
C6391 203.51 | absent absent | 198.1394 | 195.5486 absent 187.36 | 186.709 | 180.842 | 176.575 absent absent absent absent | 162.7811 absent short
C6393 203.72 | absent absent 197.437 | 195.4558 absent 187.872 | 185.626 | 180.597 absent absent absent absent absent | 162.6883 absent absent




C6395 203.65 | absent absent 197.749 196.225 absent | 189.0231 absent | 180.754 178.47 absent absent absent absent 162925 absent short
C6397 203.07 | 2022 | 200216 | 197.168 | 194.348 absent | 185702 | 183.374 | 180.487 | 177.659 absent absent absent absent | 161.665 absent short
C6399 203.028 202 | 200.172 196.3 | 193.2378 absent | 185048 | 182.57 | 180.436 | 176.6247 absent absent absent absent | 161.4609 absent absent
C6403 203.3 | 202.85 | 201.473 | 197.968 195.53 absent 187.5 short short short short short short short short short shont
€6405 203.11 | absent | 199.8364 197.398 | 194.6548 absent | 186353 | 184.973 | 180.863 177.513 absent absent absent absent 162.273 absent absent
C7465 183.95 | absent absent absent absent absent 172.679 absent absent absent | 171.685 | 168.789 | 167.1128 absent absent | 162.3884 | 156.7496
C7467 183.77 | absent absent absent absent absent | 174.022 absent absent absent absent | 169.222 167.85 | 166.0214 absent absent | 155.963
C7471 193.153 | absent absent absent absent absent | 169.113 absent absent absent absent absent 167.058 | 165.534 absent 161.57 | 155.4752
C7667 193.531 | absent absent absent absent absent | 178.945 absent absent absent 174.6 | 173.532 absent absent absent absent 157.378
C7669 185.605 | absent absent absent absent absent 174.025 absent absent 173.944 absent | 171.049 absent absent absent absent | 157.3328
C7671 185.869 | absent absent absent absent absent | 175.199 absent absent | 175.509 | 172.309 absent absent absent absent | 160.269 short
C7675 187.541 | absent absent absent absent absent | 186.021 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent absent | 160.111 absent
C7679 189.789 | absent absent absent absent absent 165.709 absent absent absent absent absent 165.935 164.259 absent | 160.906 | 155.4196
C7681 190.276 | absent absent absent absent absent | 167.726 absent absent absent absent absent absent 165.436 absent | 161.016 | 155.378
C7940 202.045 | absent | 199.6784 196.478 absent absent 191.065 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent absent absent absent
C7941 201.34 | 199.28 197.759 | 196.8446 absent absent 190.06 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent | 164.3834 absent absent
C7942 202.039 | 200.36 | 198.534 | 197.467 absent absent | 188019 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent 165.5 absent absent
C7943 201.627 | absent | 199.8984 | 198984 | 195.4788 absent | 187.635 absent | absent absent absent absent absent absent | 167.742 absent | 158.144
C8099 187.059 | absent absent absent absent absent 182.5 absent | 182436 | 179.707 absent absent absent absent absent absent absent
CR101 186.8 | absent absent absent absent absent 180 absent | 177.69 | 176.708 absent absent absent absent absent absent | 157.248
C8103 186.7 | absent absent absent absent absent 179 absent absent 175.683 173.38 absent absent absent absent absent | 157.322
C8105 182 | absent absent absent absent absent 174 absent absent absent absent | 172.072 short short short short short
C8763 185.245 | absent absent absent absent | 183.191 174.585 absent absent absent absent | 170.545 169.17 absent absent 161 157.205
C8765 180.917 | absent absent absent absent absent | 169.647 absent absent absent absent | 169.567 167.887 166.363 absent absent | 156.7652
C8766 181.632 | absent absent absent absent absent 168.532 absent absent absent absent absent 167.312 165.482 absent absent 156.185
C8767 182.068 | absent absent absent absent absent | 168.498 absent absent absent absent absent 166.976 | 165.148 absent | 162252 | 155.851




Mr. Jan Bovier

LLS. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area (' at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Encrgy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks - located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239. strontium-90, cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its shorl-sighlcd. dangerous proposal because:

I.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example. Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations” health, safety. groundwater resources. and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. Pcople live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. I-nergy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely.

(b)(6)
Name: | I— = e
Email: [(b)(6) f ococer N
Address™JB®] | Seartls. qAUL_

Phone: 26 «4&)(6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450. MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area €
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close (o the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99. plutonium-239. strontium-90. cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Lnergy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations™ health. safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste,

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Iike other members of the public. | am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. Peaple live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans/to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely

[5)6)

Name: 4 —_ = =
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450. MSIN 16-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

| urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area € at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. C I'arm tank waste contains highly radioactive.
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99. plutonium-239. strontium-90. cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example. Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste,

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. Peaple live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all. Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

(b)(6)

Name:
Email: .(b)(6) [@‘éwﬂ \ < b'\k\ - o __ - . e e,
Addres{B)E) 15)®) | Seatfle Wk qR8§
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Mr. Jan Bovier

LS. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier.

| urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste leftin Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive.
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99. plutonium-239, strontium-90. cesium-137. iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil. threatening future generations™ health. safety, groundwater resources. and the
Columbia. 3

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must cngage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date. Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. Peaple live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans|to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely.
b
Name: 3 " | S— o e
FEmail: b)(6) @‘C(Q_mms,t*yf)ﬁl . -

Address: {b)(®) ISﬁmf‘l_\lﬁr,m‘u =
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Mr. Jan Bovier

LLS. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450. MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier.

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. [)epal'jlmcm of Energy’s (I'nergy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—-located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99. plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature— not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

I.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example. Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations™ health. safety. groundwater resources. and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria tor low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford's soils and groundwater.

Like other members ol the public. I am outraged by Energy 's proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
I'his starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date. Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
ofall, Energy must abandon its plans 16 re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name: -
Email: b)(6) (A  cpwnta . Az f“

Address: kb)(6) B ‘%ﬁ( é{u/’ ‘?”g// Z\

Phone:
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area €
Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C FFarm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. I'ncrgy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature-—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will Icave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil. threatening future generations™ health, salety. groundwater resources. and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Liike other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all. Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely.
b)(6)
Namc:_( " ) S e r ———
Fmail:  [B)©) Z e L, M s
Address: _ [b)(®) Stalfile W FEL2/

Phone:




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.0. Box 450. MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area €
Dear Mr. Bovier.

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks-located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive.
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99. plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Fnergy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not En;crg) s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shorteuts. For example. Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil. threatening future gengrations” health, safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

‘
3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public. | am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date. Lnergy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all. Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

b)(6)
Name: - _— . /
Email: L I ()(6) Cner ¢ o
vl Crmans Tiand 9€252
Phone:




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450. MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area €
Dear Mr. Bovier.

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks— located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive.
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C FFarm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90. cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Fnergy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil. threatening future generations™ health, safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public. | am outraged by Linergy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely.

(b)(6)

Name: |
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Address: __ [D)®) | chrpnw 1AM, 1A Bz
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area (
Dear Mr. Bovier.

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department ol Energy 's (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. inergy should abandon its
plans (o reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks— located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99. plutonium-239. strontium-90. cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shorteuts. For example. Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future geng¢rations™ health, safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to démonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public. I am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy musl engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date. Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
ol all. Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely.
(b)(6)
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area €
Dear Mr. Bovier,

| urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Arca € at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s € Farm tanks -located close to the
Columbia River-— as “low-level™ waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive.
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in ' Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239. strontium-90. cesium-137. iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

1 urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil. threatening future generations™ health, safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public. I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. Peaple live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely. (0)(6)
Name: B)(6) o —
Email: (Y MMNQ& @VH— )

Address|B)®) ] Seattle g1l
Phone: 26, —|b)6) S ———




Mr. Jan Bovier

LS. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.0O. Box 450. MSIN H6-60

Richland. WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Arca € at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's €' Farm tanks —-located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. ¢ Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive.
chemically dangerous pollution. Som¢ waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste. with
high concentrations of long-lived. heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes. and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature —not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil. threatening future generations™ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. "

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date. Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all. Energy must abandon its plans/to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely. (5)(6)

Name: v , } -
Email: [b)6) B rewnoal, ¢ Sne
Address: (b)(6) WL@_#&_L\?‘S
Phone: 2o b)) J e M ——




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sigliilted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanbp shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

(b)(6)
Namg
Email™_|(b)(6) 'éf jlaca. Comn
Addres;‘l(_(b)(e) |izﬁll==| e, WA 506l
Phone: Ml(b)(e) —




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60
Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the g: losure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energys failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to

abandon its shon-sigqted, dangerous proposal because:

I.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the

Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cle
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations' health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to deinonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford's soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy's proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name: .
Emaile(b)(6) [ &Aoo\ + C onn
Address: 1kb)(6) OSSR OR FT 242

Phone: =T =% [b)®) J[




[ would like to share these additional concerns as well:
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some¢ waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations' health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford's soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name: | -
Email: Kb)(S) I oy Som )' g (O une .20 :'J}
Address: [(b)(6) | avcouuer, WA 95657

Phone: 9/, |(b)(6) |




I would like to share these additional concerns as well:

Lo ‘/{f""‘- 7

.
/ . 4 o
/) ¥ A 6"1 TR 2o~ [ peal
f‘
e o o ) )
4 = -+ o | A ¢ A P} 1 A A -, ¥
A ED : L , g & o LG ual®
/ {
v /
7 h v i 1 4 HoL A/ N (a8T
[N > ] A
p / ¢
{ / J - A f
v T A A e } Ji o « ¥ // 0 2 NP
- " "
0
| 804 C ’ D[ v
—r- : 7 q
1 1Y ) ) 7 | PO S .1 ’ WS Y, =
L 5 (B
= # = & < P
- ; - P <) ” \ 74’ t
FAAL i 5 dor 7 0 ¥ ¢
I
T il &z B Y , + N 5 P
 ~ { l { o [ O o ) N <
y 4 -
O\ A @ { G { ':1 / <] ¥y £ <
i

-




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford"s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. ‘

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name: —
Email: ___ [b)(6) (al acae 1V - C P
Address{(b)(6) DN LULNN 1 L 7 2 /
— -

Phone: — %y . (6)6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy's proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
T'his starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup

solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name:
Email: __ |(b)6) (O Coom dgaX vt
Address: —(b)(6) | \bweouver | (WA @ 6SY%

Phone:  "S&0fb)(6) o




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. 5

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans t¢ re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
b)(6
Name: (b)6)
Email: b)(6) @ ¥YA1400 .ConA
Address: [B)(6) PDX .o - 93206

Phone: FT|b)(6)




I would like to share these additional concerns as well:
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.0O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations” health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

Name: oX6)

Email: _Kb)(e) L PA S of AA i —
Address: ~[B)(6) ICoenelius O q13
Phone: _ ¢ < [(b)(6) L




I would like to share these additional concerns as well:
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Mr. Jan Bovier
U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection

P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60
Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations' health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. i

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. Peopfe live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup

solutions.

Sincerely. ' i
B7E) e
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy's (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived. highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations” health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
T'his starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
b)(6)

Name: —
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Mr. Jan Bovier
U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection

P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60
Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

I urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area  at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. ,

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, [ am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans t¢ re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely, |
(b)(6)
Namg )
Email=—|b)(6) oo 777 00., 2]
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
T'his starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name: -
Email: b)(S) & QM ’ Ce L"}
Address: [b)(6) | Vpucowtr, Wil GILED

Phone: %4y |(b)(6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” wasté C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generauons health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
I'his starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

(b)(6)
Name: ~
Email: [(P)(6) v AWes, es
Address: [b)(6 — | Vanwvdr WH

Phone: Lo [b)6) |




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Flosure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier, |

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Depaﬂtment of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heay) radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radloactlve contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future genqrauons health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy's proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans tm re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

(b)(6)
Name: S
Email: __[0)(®) Ol CoMcast , /0 /I~
Address: {1)(6) 1 [/ W =
Phone: < o L/ |b)6) il =
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier.

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Er{crgy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its shon-sigﬁted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. |

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford's soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely.
b)(6
Name:( )(6)
Email: [b)(6) le anitlei /b trs’
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations” health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy's proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup

solutions.
Sincerely.

b)(6)
Name
Email: [(P)(6) | —t—

Address: b)(6)
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleamj;p shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater. ‘

Like other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

b)(6)
Nam
Email[b)(6) \@_ s, COA— . >
Address: [b)(6) B)(6) J_—L
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450. MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. ‘

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, 1 am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
T'his starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
b)(6)
Name .
Email: |(®)(€) e lm Sy Crorm
Address: |(b)6) L‘(b)(s)

Phone: fg O —|(b)(6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations” health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. 1

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearingg outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans t¢ re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name :
Email:—|(b)(6) [@ (et et
Address: _[b)(6) [ (/ ot LA R 3060

Phone: ~|ib)(®)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier, |

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Depaﬁtment of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future gene*ations' health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. ‘

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford's soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans tq re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,

£

Name:

Email: b)(6) W
Address: __|(b)(6)

Phone: @7/ |(b)(6) i




I would like to share these additional concerns as well: y,
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its shon-sigﬁted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leaye long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. i

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,{(b)(6)
(b)(6)

Name:
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations” health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely, 56

Name: | v
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. 1

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely, MI__—]———
(b)(6)
Name: B
Email: _|b)(6) | | ®
Address: VY A VAL
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Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia.

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

[ike other members of the public, | am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name
Email: ' e
Address: [©)©) Seatlle 7% l@;

Phone: 4(b)(6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its short-sigﬁted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leaye long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. '

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name: | )
Email: —b)(6) £~ ¢ fa, (e C e 'S
Address: [P)6) [[o)®) [oid{ad FF243

Phone: <7 -[b)(6) -




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area ( at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted. dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleantp shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations” health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. ‘

|
|

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. ‘

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater. ‘

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland. WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions.

Sincerely,
(b)(6)
Name:
Email: |(b)(6) &) Yol ¢ Qur
Address: [b)(6) | ewwun, LA g ©

Phone: 3¢ D[(b)(6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C
Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford's C Farm tanks—located close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level” waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heavy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129, multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Enlergy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

[ urge Energy to abandon its shorl-sigl’lted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanpp shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford’s soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety, groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. ‘

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste.

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford’s soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy must abandon its plans to re-label dangerous pollution and invest in cleanup
solutions,

Sincerely,
b)(6)
Name: 1
Email: [0)(6) 7 o as/ [ -
Address: [(b)(6) L (/dq JL f/“{ LA TS

Phone: T—{(b)(6)




Mr. Jan Bovier

U.S. Department of Energy Office of River Protection
P.O. Box 450, MSIN H6-60

Richland, WA 99354

Re: Draft WIR Determination for the Closure of Waste Management Area C

Dear Mr. Bovier,

[ urge you to withdraw the U.S. Department of Energy’s (Energy) Draft WIR Evaluation for the
Closure of Waste Management Area C at the Hanford Nuclear Site. Energy should abandon its
plans to reclassify high-level waste left in Hanford’s C Farm tanks—Ilocated close to the
Columbia River—as “low-level™ waste. C Farm tank waste contains highly radioactive,
chemically dangerous pollution. Some waste in C Farm tanks is likely transuranic waste, with
high concentrations of long-lived, heayy radionuclides. Waste in the C Farm tanks includes
technecium-99, plutonium-239, strontium-90, cesium-137, iodine-129. multiple uranium
isotopes, and many other toxic and radioactive contaminants. Energy must classify tank waste
based on its dangerous nature—not Energy’s failure to develop plans to dispose of the waste.

I urge Energy to abandon its short-sighted, dangerous proposal because:

1.) Changing a label will lead to cleanup shortcuts. For example, Energy will likely fill tanks
with grout. The result: Energy will leave long-lived, highly radioactive contamination in
Hanford's soil, threatening future generations’ health, safety. groundwater resources, and the
Columbia. 1

2.) Energy has not met its burden to demonstrate that material classified as high-level waste
meets the criteria for low-level waste. |

3.) Energy failed to address how the waste reclassification will impact pollution already in
Hanford's soils and groundwater.

Like other members of the public, I am outraged by Energy’s proposal to re-label dangerous
waste near the Columbia. Energy must engage the public in a robust decision-making process.
This starts with holding public hearings outside the Tri-Cities. To date, Energy has held one
public meeting in Richland, WA. People live downstream from Hanford and face serious threats
from Energy’s proposal. Energy must schedule hearings throughout the Pacific Northwest. Most
of all, Energy<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>