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Also, I think there is too much industrial land
in the Preferred Plan. I would prefer to see les ;
more along the lines of One, Two, and Four. And
the grazing, I don't see the need for that. One of
the things I love about the Hanford Reach is the
amount of wildlife you see, especially around dark;
and I'd much rather see the wildlife than the cows
in the area, not to mention some of the problems of
contamination. I think you'd rule out cows to
begin with, and limit mining to what isvnecessary
for clean up.

I'd like to see more land protected in
protected areas, particularly the wildlife refuc
as proposed in Alternative One. Anyway, just
looking at the area, I would like to see something

that would protect it. Last week I drove from

-Portland up to Wenatchee, and the whole area except

for the drive through the Hanford Reach -- I was
actually out in the Hanford Reach last year -- The
whole area was all dammed.

We left 50 miles of river, less than 50 miles
for fish, and the orchards and farms follow
straight from practically the time you leave
Bernita Bridge, now, all the way up to the

Okunawkin. If you can, I think we can afford to
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knowledge of lands such as this, very arid lands,
low density visits are crucial. Managing this so
that people can visit, but visit in such way that
their use -- their trail -- my -- Where I walk
isn't the same place that the person ahead of me 1is
walking, being the same place the person behind me
has walked. That will destroy slowly,
progressively, areas around any lace that we
concentrate use, and, therefore, I'd urge that we
not, rather than concentrate use, but diffuse use
to multiple areas.

In some fashion, you will need to have camping,
not resorts, but camping, just primitive camping
areas, somewhere within the area. Not necessarily
within the Reserve, but the facilities that are in
the area right now will be swamped to the extent
that this gets more active public use, and to the |
ext at that it's ev 1 thought of, "no all-RV'
anywhere on the reservation. That would be
extremely destructive. Thank you.

BARBARA WILLIAMSON: Paul Ketcham, from Audubon
Society of Portland.

PAUL KETCHAM: Thank you. My name is Paul
Ketcham, and I'm the Conservation Director for the

Audubon Society of Portland. We have approximately
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be still alive by the time the proposed plans are
possible.

WILPF insists that thorough comprehensive
cleanup of all contamination be pursued promptly
and with the funding necessary to return the land
to its natural use as soon as possible. Our
priorities for the too distant future of Hanford
land would include returning it to its natural
state, restoring the flora, fauna, and geology, and
water to its former state and preserving the area
to best serve the culture and traditions of the
Native Americans who first inhabited the area.

Monitoring the contaminated areas 50 years into
the future will most likely be well past our
lifetime. Plans must be made to protect the health

and safety of those generations which follow. For

‘thousands of years the remaining waste continues to

threaten life. We demand that the promise of
cleanup be fulfilled promptly." From Mary Rose and
Barbara Degrow, the WILPF co-chairs.

Then I'd like to make a little comment. My name
is Lynn Sims. This is just my own personal comment
on this. First-of all, I want to thank the
Department of Energy for coming to Portland and

having a meeting and for letting us talk with you
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about this profound and very important issue. Gee,
I hardly know where to begin.

I think, first of all, we're happy that the
public can be involved in this. Sort of like some
days late and it's always many dollars short; and I
want to thank everybody that worked so hard to try
to remediate all the horrible mistakes that we made
knowingly: Dumping all of this stuff right onto
the land and putting it into tanks that we knew

wouldn't last and putting cleanup off and letting

it get worse. 1It's just terrible. Thank you very
much.

It's kind of nice to see a map like this. 1It's
all nice and green and it's great. Hanford is the

largest and a very severely radiocactive and

chemical waste site; the largest in the western

hemisphere. We don't see on there any of the

corroding fuel rods and the plumes that are goir
out into the river and the tanks that are 1 iking
and the oozy stuff that's coming out. It's real
nice that we can try to envision something and
decide that this is what we are going to do, and
we're going to pick which plan that we want to
have.

I'm hoping that if we pick a nice clear plan,
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to the people of the United States of America, be
turned over to a small group of farmers for their
own profit or gain.

As for the local control of Federal Property,
why? That is really absurd. Stop and think about
it. Arizona shouldn't run the Grand Canyon
National Park. New York City shouldn't be in
charge of the Statue of Liberty, and the local
counties here should not run the Hanford Reach. It
is Federal land and should remain so. There should
be room, of course, for the activities of the
Tribes and for their usual accustomed ceremonial
activities and traditional activities.

Here could also be passive recreation. I
personally feel that most of it should be confined

to the river, and at a time of year when the salmon

are not spawning. It should be disturbed as little

as possible. Possibly the Agencies could conduct
guided hikes at select tinm 3. I'd love to see the
place myself.

‘ We totally opbose Alternative Three as a
Federal give-away that would just spoil any of the
last of this natural ecosystem of scrub step
habitat, but for all these reasons, we tend to

support Alternative One, the Fish and Wildlife
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of, if you once have chosen a Preferred
Alternative, let's say Alternative One, then how do
you kind of suddenly twist the control back into
the local control? Well, if you look at the
organizational structure for the CLEP, the Site
Planning Advisory Board, which is on page 6-9, --
has affected tribal governments: US Bureau of Land
Management, US Bureau of Reclamation, U.S. F: h and
Wildlife. Then you have: Benton County, Franklin
County, Grant County, Adams County, and the City of
Richland. Well, immediately, if you add up the
weight of that, you see exactly what's going to
happen.

You can see clearly that the Counties -- along
with the City, along with BLM, maybe, and ma: e

Reclamation -- will decide what they think is best.

‘The Tribes won't have an equal vote and they'll

just get pushed over. & 1f the Site Planning
Board goes forward, I would suc =3=st that tl

County, Counties, plural, have one seat caucus
amongst themselﬁes, which they always do. I would
suggest that the cities have one seat caucus
amongst themselves, which they always do; and that
the tribes have equal seats for each tribe, because

they're each separate, sovereign nations; and I



























































