


Re  tors cannot take advantage of possible flexibilities in the law without also complying with
the public involvement that is supposed to accompany explorations of such “flexibility.” (WAC
173-340-600 (4g)(9g) and proposed WSR 00-16-135.). The proposed plan adoots the use of an
“alternative reasonable  x exposure scenario” without providing for p  ic notice and
comment specific to the lands, waters, and associated resources that would be eliminated-or
restricted-from public use by a reduced clean-up level.

Adopting this plan in its current form makes a mockery out of Hanford cleanup, the Model
Toxics Control Act (MTCA), and the government’s responsibility to future generations of
humans, fish, other wildlife, and the environment.

Deferring waste characterizations and other actions via the “observational approach” may cut
short-term costs but will likely generate a morass of Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) meetings and
negotiations that will delay cleanup, escalate costs and deprive the public of its notice and
participation rights.

We urge you to fully consider our comments and your responsibilities to the citizens of
Washington, Tribal governments, and the natur: resources associated with the 300 area.

Respectfully,

ea Mitche Washington State Director
PEER — Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility

Cc: Stan Arlt, City of Richland, Public Works Department
Bob McLeod, Project Manager, U.S. Department of Energy
Carol Palmer, Director, Yakima Nation Department of Natural Resources
John Price, Project Manager, Washington State Department of Ecology
Eric Wingerter, National Field Director, PEER
























