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Stazement to the Manford Clesnupn Mestino., Gob. 23
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From THE HaANFORD FAMILY, by K. 5. Hammon

My name is Dick Hammond, 15322 Hains, Richland, WA,
rearezent The Hanford Family, a voluntary organization
Cikgianzs for +the past five vears. who have monitored en
particularly nuclear ensrgy, Tor balance.

Ouwe thamks to  the renrsesentatives from the Department of Energy
and their contractors, fhe UE  Environmental Frotection dosncy,
and the Stats Deparitment of Ecology. We appreciakte the openness
and willinoaness of you people and vour parent organizations to
provide this public presentation, and to provide the wealth of
detail on  vouwr plans for Hanford <le2an-up. We belisve, as you
do, that this approach will meet a public need. will minimize
problems of  int=2erpretation and communication. will  provide the
stimulus for vour manaoement that wide =uposure fosters. and will
resli in acoess o technical and non—tachnical views. Mors
simoly put, we aores with vour open anproach.

Hazardous wastez abound in our  woprld. Even 1f we restrict the
supniect  to hazardous radioactive wasses. the problem is still

almost too large to comprehend.  That 1s why w2 parachrase one of
the IF phrases under Hanford's Organizational Culbure  in vour
FIVE-YEAR VIGION FOR HANFORD CLEANUP. Tha words we want  fo

madify are, guote "WHe ngropose alternatives or chanoes to laws and
regulations that prevent ar hindsr protection of the s=nvironment,
and human health and safety o provide little or no benefit for
the public funds expended."” EBExpansion of that thouanht should
note that sSince clean—uwp o a2ll oF Hanford’'s inactive Tacilitiass
and waste sites is driven by a compleyx ofF Faderal and State laws,
spme restatements of limits or regquiremsnts in bthese laws will be
neadad to avoid needliess conflict or untimely, haroful,
detrimental , axtravagant, or disssrviceables actions. To this
end, such changes should be continuously noted so that offending
regulatory agencies, electsd officials and any ombudsmen can  be
held responsible for balancing ouwr laws o agree wibth  oure
pockethooks. FRegular reviews are necessary to assure that timing
of 2xpenditures doss not owbrun owr  fechnological abilities, our
hope for a Utkcpian snvironment, or the budoet.

A look alt the big picturs tells us that Hanford's clean—-up goal
iz not to e=stablish answerse  for  the world = nuclear waste
problems. Bubt. viable clean—up mathods developsd here would be a
first—order-of-magnitude need to aszure US support for commercial
nuclaar powsr in these davs when forsign oil is a mador factor in
our country’'s enargy plicture.

I, as many suspect, progress in the WS continues to be blocked
in the search Tor pevrmanent, deepn geologic disposal, we agresa
with opne of vour commenters in his ODugstion 24 that Monifored
Fetisvable Skorags should become a main evfort heta. and should
he factored into long tete Clgan—up olans.
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