




























































































































































































































































































August 19, 1999

Mr. Dennis Faulk

U.S. Environment. Protection Agency
712 Swift Blvd. Ste. 5

Richland, WA 99352

D - Mr. Faulk,

I strongly urge you to support the current level of clean-up stanc
waste. I am aware you are presently supporting a lowering of the
against such a move.

Our natural resources have been compromised and desecrated fo!
happening before we became educated about how the ecosystem:
indeed know that what we do and how we live deeply impact the
responsibility t¢  rotect our natural resources from not only futu
the damage we nave already produced.

I am aware how costly it is and how difficult it can be to get supy
before us, BUT companies, individuals, and our nation have pros
environment’s expense. We are obligated to make restitution an
cuts to accomplish our goals. Neither ourselves, our children, or
look the other way any longer. The time to act is now. Tomorro

Sincerely,

IUZ1ZL N B/ AVe.

Vancouver, WA 98662
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August 30, 1999

Mr. Dennis Faulk

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
712 Swift Blvd. Ste.5

Richland, WA 99352

ar Mr. F
Please do not restart Hanford’s FFTF Nuclear Reactor for plutonium productior

v Keeping FFTF on “hot standby” since 1996 has already wasted over $100  lion dollars of vital Hanford clean-
up funds. Meanwhile the U.S. Dept. of Energy claims they lack the fundst lean up along the Hanford Reach of
the Columbia River, where water contamination has already been documer 1.

v" The current FFTF restart scenario includes producing Plutonium-238. We  ve no guarantee that U.S. Dept. of
Energy will not reverse its earlier decision and have FFTF move into Trith  production or other nuclear weapons
work.

v FFTF restart would require importation of dangerous Plutonium fuel into ¢ region. A train or truck accident
would be disastrous.

v' FFTF reactor restart violates the Tri-Party Agreement, the Hanford Cleanu  .greement.

v' Restarting the FFTF nuclear reactor would create more liquid high-level w 2. This waste would be stored in
| Hanford’s high level nuclear waste tanks, where at least 66 tanks already Ik and 28 more are on a special watch
list due to possible risk explosion.

v Hanford Manager, Keith Klein, calls FFTF restart “more exciting” than cle ~ up. I don’t trust the U.S. Dept. of
Energy and Hanford contractors to put their full focus on clean up while thr s a nuclear production mission in
progress.

VALMIUTLE, YIS SOUVL

cc: Mr. Bill Richards
U.S. Dept. of Energy
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From: Lynn Sims <dwoc@teleport.com>
To: R10SEA1.ROHAN(FAULK-DENNIS)
Date: 8/25/99 1:12am

Subject: 100 Area Clean Up Comment

August 24, 1999

To Representatives of EPA, Washington Department of Ecology, DOE and
Contractor Personnel,

Thank you very much for taking the time to travel to Portland with
presentations concerning the 100 Area Clean Up. Following are some point
that | believe are important regarding policy making on this issue.

1. The policy making at Hanford is supposed to incorporate public values.
One of the most important values to the citizens of the Northwest is
protecting the Columbia River, now and for future generations.

Tt 100, 1 ooint of origin of much of tl  oxicle: y oft
Cold vvar Mess. It has great symbolic, historic, cultural and ecologic
significance. It is unconscionable and unacceptable to consider thinking as
is indicated by the Inspector General that cleanup along the Columbia costs
to much to make it worthwhile.

a. When the reactors were in operation the managers acted
irresponsibly and without vision. Now we must not repeat the same
mistakes. That would be an insult to the Earth and the People of the
Northwest. It is important to clean up this area as well as we can with
current technology (and research solutions for contamination that is
problematic)
not only to protect the River and species, but also because it is the
morally correct thing to do. That is worthwhile.

b. The cost. Everyone knows we have spent over $5 Trillion during
the Cold War. Money was no object in reaching our goal to win and defend!!
We live in a rich country. Reports say the economy is booming. Military
budget is increasing. Golden parachutes fill the corporate skies. We
entertain ideas of a very expensive Star Wars Defense. But when it comes
to clean up programs our budgets shrink. We cannot meet regulations.

We struggle to characterize, monitor and contain contamination and
have little resources or [ tical will for aggressive clean up. This is
an unacceptable situation. Not only are we allowing poisons to seep into
the future, but we are also saying that proterting our waters, homeland and
people is a low priority. It costs too much. 1is kind of policy only
serves to anger citizens and erode confidence and participation in politics
and government.

3. Hanford Clean Up is a formidable and complicated task. We are thankfu
for the progress that has taken place and applaud the efforts of the many
people who undertake difficult projects and pioneering technologies. The
Hanford Site has so many diverse problems that it could become the world
class leader in clean up development and implementation (and provide
meaningful, honorable work for generations...) Clean up is sorely needed,
very worthwhile and wor  our investment.

5. The consequences of shoddy clean up will impact us in ways that we knc
and in ways that are not totally predictable. For our sakes and for the
future the USDOE should follow the requirements of Washington State's
Cleanup Standards under MTCA along the Columbia River.

Thank you all for your efforts, public dialogs and consideration of this
input.

Lynn Sims
3959 NE 42



Portland OR 97213
503-287-6329












