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Hanford over 10,000 Years — Alternative Group E,, Upper Bound Waste Volume................ 5.211
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200 East Area, Alternative Group E| ......cccoveviiiiiiiiiiiieeieeeese ettt sve e eve e e s 5.213
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10,000 Years — Alternative Group E,, Hanford Only Waste Volume ..........ccceocveviervennnnnne. 5.215
Population Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of Hanford over

10,000 Years — Alternative Group E,, Lower Bound Waste Volume ...........cccceevververvennnnnne, 5.215
Population Doses and Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of

Hanford over 10,000 Years — Alternative Group E,, Upper Bound Waste Volume................ 5.215
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km North of the

200 West Area, Alternative Group Eo.....c.occvvviiiiiiiiieiiece ettt 5.216
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km from the ERDF Site,

AIernative GTOUP Ej...oocuiiiiiiiieiicieee ettt ettt ettt st e e e saaesrnesnneens 5.216
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km Northwest of the

200 East Area, Alternative Group Ej ....c.ooviieiieiiiiieicee et 5.217
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km Southeast of the

200 East Area, Alternative Group Ej ...c..ooviiiiiiiiiiiieceece et 5.217
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well Near the Columbia River,

AIternative GTOUDP Ej...ooouiiiiiiiieieee ettt ettt ettt saeesateeate e 5.218
Population Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of Hanford over

10,000 Years — Alternative Group E;, Hanford Only Waste Volume ........cc.cccceeerieninennnene 5.220
Population Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of Hanford over

10,000 Years — Alternative Group E;, Lower Bound Waste Volume ...........cccceeveevieniennnnnne 5.220
Population Doses and Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of
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Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km Southeast of the

200 East Area, Alternative GIroup B3 ......coovieiiiiiiiiiieces ettt e 5.222
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well Near the Columbia River,

AIErnative GIOUP Ea...ccciiiiiiiiiiiciceece ettt ettt b e b e bt e ssaesaaesebeenneens 5.223
Population Doses and Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of

Hanford over 10,000 Years — No Action Alternative, Hanford Only Waste Volume.............. 5.225
Population Doses and Health Impacts from Drinking Water Downstream of

Hanford over 10,000 Years — No Action Alternative, Lower Bound Waste Volume ............ 5.225
Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km North of the
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Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km Northwest of the

200 East Area, NO Action AITEIMAIVE ......cccevevivuriiiiiiiiieiiireee et eearee e eenaree s enneas 5.226
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Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well 1 km Southeast of the
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Maximum Annual Drinking Water Dose for the Well Near the Columbia River,
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Impacts to an Individual from Worst-Case Drilling into Low Level Burial Grounds ............. 5.228
Impacts to an Individual from Worst-Case Excavation into Low Level Burial Grounds......... 5.228
Cumulative Air Quality Impacts for Criteria Pollutants. ............ccceceriririininieniieeescseeee 5.237
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Alternative Groups and the No Action AItETNatiVE ........ccevierieriiierenieieseeeee e 5.238
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