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6675 SW Whistling Court
~Beaverton, OR, 97008
January 17, 1998

Mr. Federico Pena
Secretary of Energy
James Forrestal Building
1000 Independence Ave. SW
Washington, DC 20585

D r Secretary Pena:

I attended a public hearing January 14 about restarting the nuclear reactor in
Washington (state) as a test facility with option for tritium production. (Article
from THE OREGONTAN enclosed.) It is appalling to me that such an idea has come this
far. I join the aree hundred plus people who crowded the hearing room to voice their
concern—and justifiable anger about such a proposal.

As it w stands, Hanford is the "Chernoble of the Columbia" with contaminants on
the way to our groddwater system. We need to clean up this wasteland, not add to
the pollutant stockplle. That over $30 million a year has been dlve.rted from this
crucially important job to keep this facility in "hot standby mode"is incompre-
hensible to me. It also sounds illegal.

At a time when we are beginning to reduce our nuclear weaponry, plans to p luce
tritium flies in the face of sanity. The message it sends to the Russians does not
bode well for negotiations on the START tre: .es, nor does it lend credence to
the problem of what to do with the nuclear waste already created when tritium
production would greatly add to that problem.

The bottom line is that this plan is illogical, wasteful, and highly dangerous. I
urge you to shut this facility down, and do all you can to keep Hanford ¢ : of

the bomb business in the future. We need cleanup, not more plutonium in our be-
iguered Northwest.

I look forward to your response.

Si1  rely,
%L&M /v/t '?/L("c’zx/‘;//’ [ e

Duane H. Freeborn
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14512 N.E. 173" Street
Woodinyille, WA 98072
21 January, 1998

Emest J. Hughes, .
U.S. Department of Energy
Richland, WA 99325

Dear Mr. Hughes:

am: ching this letter to your Written Comment Form obtained at the Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF)
Public Comment Hearing in Seattle on 20 January, 1998. ]

I would like to qualify myself. I am not a political activist prone to protest. I am a retired Air Force
Officer with continued affiliations and interest in the Military; I have worked in the Civilian Aerospace
industry for the past 19+ years; and I am a long-time casual environmentalist with memberships in a
variety of related organizations. I am also a solid taxpayer citizen and I try to keep abreast of a wide array
of Government activities that impact my interests. :

I attended the Public meeting on 20 January with an open mind, carefully read pro andcor “TF
information available, and attentively listened to both “sides” of the issue. My response to your invitation
for comments is made only after thoughtful deliberation and consideration of the FFTF proposal under
study. I admit that my attitude is somewhat influenced by my apparent exposure to early Hanford
“downwind” radioactivity which has led to added information regarding past Governmental activity that
at the time was not open to public knowledge. Conversely, with 22 years of active duty as an Air Force
Pilot during the Cold War, I am also aware of the various challenges facing the United States, which
ludes the necessity to maintain some level of nuclear weapon capabilities.

I hope the above comments serve to validate this input to you.

Mr. Hughes, in my opinion, there is absolutely no reasonable requirement to proceed with the effort to
modify (and subsequently delete) the FFTF transition milestones from the Tri-Party Agreement. The
requirement for Tritium is just no our nuclear arsenal will continue to be sufficient without
replenishing the supply of Tritium. We do not need to maintain that level of destructive capabilities. The
citizens of this State do not want Plutonium shipped to Hanford; we want Hanford cleaned-up and clos
down; not perpetuated for any reason including MOX fuel, etc. Finally, I agree completely with the
Activists opposing this issue; the requiremnent for Medical Isotopes is a “Smoke-screen.” I am prone to
believing the Doctors: s Horting their views with far mnre confidence than I have in the DOE
position that “wil woea ical plyof Medica to

This °TF proposal has no grass-roots s  ort. An overwhelming majority of the Citizens of the
Northwest would reject the modification of the Tri-Party Agreement if it were put to a vote. Please;
discourage the plan, to the full extent of your Office influence and capabilities. Let’s really start thinking
of the future and clean-up Hanford completely, once and for all.

Very Sincerely,

Harold A. Solber;

Copies to: . ——
Gov. Gary Locke; Gov. John Kitzhaber; Rep. Rick White; Sen. Slade Gorton; Sen. Patty Murray
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00218 - 002187

Friend, Brnes? J. Hughes

Please do not restart the Hanford nuclear reactor. Reéversing the cleanup mission for
Hanford would continue the diversion of money intended for cleanup at a time when
radioactive waste have been detected in groundwater, threatening the Columbia River and
its ecosystem. Even if the reactor only remains on “hot standby,” it costs $32million a
year to maintain it - money that is supposed to be used for cleanup.

Putting Hanford back into nuclear bomb production business would create a new
radioactive waste stream at Hanford, compounding the threat to the ecosystem. 60 tons of
High Level Nuclear Waste is not the legacy I want to leave for my children.

My family does not want to seen more dangerous plutonium (33 metric tons) moved
to the fuel reactor. .

Please do allow the poisoning of our ecosystems and communities that live
downwind and downstream of this reactor. Help protect our children from the cancer of
greed an the thyroid cancer that is sure to follow tritium production. ‘

Sincerely Donald Fontenot RN
2230 SE Oak ST

Portland OR 97214-1636
503-232-0272

| 002_86 002187
ID/eas< also reins 74;/0 Tf/ FFTF pmfes fomes
T haike  Yom

Domif) bl Fordonid
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Thursday, February 12, 1998
To Whom It May Concem:

My concerns regarding an upstart of any of the nuclear facilities at Hanford are based on the
following:

My grandfather worked at Hanford and lived in the Tri-city area for many years. My grandmother
died of pancreatic cancer. Several years ago a notice was circulated regarding people with
cancer who lived in that region during the same time period my grandparents lived there. | am
vague on the contents of this notice, it may have been a questionnaire and | do not know who
circulated it. | did not respond to it because | feit it would not bring my grandmother back. | am
sorry | did not pay better attention because at the time | feft her cancer was environment related.
During our childhood we spent a considerable amount of time in the Columbia. My own family
lived in that area for four years and an additional two at a nearby farming community.

I am a hairstylist and am not representing any one group. | have the chance to talk with many
people on many matters. It is the generally agreed that Hanford should remain closed and clean-
up continued. | spoke with a construction worker several years ago that was hired to do some
excavating on the Hanford reservation. He was promised there would not be any nuclear waste
involved. His crew unearthed some decayed and empty containers that were found to be
radioactive. The authorities had no record of anything being buried there. Maybe today we are
much more responsible about keeping records than then but what is it worth to create such lethal
poison? It can not be measured in dollars. It certainly was not worth my grandmother’s life. No
we don't know that there was a connection, but we do know that it is very possible. So you may
say we must lose a few people in our effort toward progress? What about all of those people that
have been unknowingly contaminated due to “lost” containers of radiocactive material? My family
owns a ski boat. My

kids love to wake-board and ski. | do not want them in the lower Columbia. We annually make
the trek to the cleaner upper Columbia for extended vacations where we live in the water. | was
told by a local Doctor that the incidence of prostrate cancer among men was notably higher from
the Tri-cities down. That was fifteen years ago. | doubt if the department that wants to
regenerate the facilities is also responsible for doing any studies of the damage done or being
done.

| am not against the use of nuclear energy. | am against the waste it creates and the lack of an
adequate way to dispose of it. Will we cross that bridge when we come to it, or create more
temporary storage facilities? There has not been a safe method invented to deal with the waste
long-terr  ~ ir children are aoina to care as much about their children and so on, forever. Itis
notourr, >

Thank you,
Respectfully,

Connie Riley
1380 N. Main Ave.
White Saimon, WA 98672
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Author: Eric Rehm <eric@equator.com> at -SMTPLink ()():Z E)()
Date: 1/21/98 8:27 AM

Priority: Normal

Subject: Oppose any FFTF changes to TPA
——— remem——e——— Message Contents -

To whom it may concern,

I attended the Public Hearings on the proposed changes to
Hanford Tri-Party Agreement milestones for possible FFTF reactivation.

I want you to know that I've visited your web site and found nothing there
that changes my opposition to:

a) changes in the TPA milestones for FFTF
b) the overall mission of FFTF
c) the support of materials necessary for nuclear weapons production.

Your website continues to propagate the smokescreen of potential

medical benefits of FFTF activity, which is a disservice to the citizens

of this country. I find it incredible that you can "sell" FFTF as some sort
of "super fruit punch" (with statements such as ". FFTF isotopes have a high
'specific activity,' which packs a more powerful punch in treating the
disease").

As an Electrical Engineer (BSEE, MSEE), computer scientist (MSCS),

and a citizen, I find your manipulation of public opinion with so-called
scientific-

and technological facts extremely disconcerting.

You should know that I will continue my active opposition to any attempt
to change the plan to deactivate and dismantle FFTF, and my active
support of establishing new, aggressive milestones such that FFTF
deactivation is accountable to the public.

Sincerely,

Eric Rehm

Member Technical Staff
Eqi :or Techno! s Inc.

520 Pike Street, Suite 900
Seattle, WA 98101

The opinions expressed herein are solely mine, and not necessarily those
of my employer.
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TRI-CITY INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL

B o

FAST FLUX TES™ =A™ "TY
TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT TRANSITION MILESTONES

January 22, 1998

The following statement is submitted regarding the proposed deletion of Transition Milestones
»m the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA) which relate to the Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF).

The Tri-City Industrial Development Council (TRIDEC) is an organization of over 500 regional
members representing individuals, organizations, business, labor, and agencies having an interest
in the economic vitality of the Tri-Cities and the surrounding area. TRIDEC has been designated
as the one voice spokesman for the business community on Hanford issues by the Department of
Energy.

We are fully committed to the safe, economical, effective, and expeditious cleanup of the
Hanford site, so that utilization of the site for other purposes can be achieved. The cleanup
efforts must be accomplished in a safe and cost effective manner without further enviror  :ntal
damage or exposure to the public. 2 are also fully aware of the pressures on the Department to
accomplish the cleanup of Hanford and other DOE sites expeditiously and in the most cost
effective manner. Current and anticipated federal budget constraints requires that the
Department explore all reasonable alternatives to accomplish the cleanup program int  most
cost effective manner within all the DOE sites.

The stated purpose of this hearing is to obtain public input regarding deletion of the FFTF related
milestones from the TPA. As a result of the Secretary of Energy's decision to susper
deactivation and decommissioning of the FFTF pending a decision regarding the national policy
to provide for a new supply of tritium, the current TPA milestones are inappropriate and will not
be met. The Secretary's policy decision regarding the deferral of the FFTF deactivati isa
national policy issue and is beyond the scope of this hearing. Testimony at this hearing should
be focused on deletion of the milestones.

7 2 Tri-City Industrial Development Council supports the deletion of the transition milestones
from the Tri-Party Agreement as proposed in the public notice of this hearing.

We also wish to respond to comments made by opponents at the previous hearings on this
subject.

901 N. Colorado, Kennewick, WA 99336-7685 USA 1-800-TRI-CITY 509-735-1000 509-735-6609 fax tridec@owt.com www.owt.com/tridec/













In order to provide a factual response to a number of the issues which have been raised in this
and other hearines. we request that the Department of Energy provide responses to the questions
regarding the FI .. which are contained in the attached supplement to this statement. We
request that their responses to these questions be included in the record of this hearing.

Again, we wish to reiterate our support for deletion of the FFTF transition milestones from the
TPA.

Thank you for the opportunity to present the views of our organization on this subject.
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THashington, DL 20515

20 January 1998

I regret that previous commitments prevent my joining you in person this evening. Nonetheless, I
want to express to you my strong opposition to the proposal to restart the Fast Flux Testing
Facility at Hapford. We have struggled for years to achieve effective and thorough clean-up of
the Hanford site. Billions of taxpayer dollars have been invested in that effort and still we have
not reached our goal. Indeed, new problems emerge almost daily, and rest  ng the Fast Flux
Facility will exaggerate them.

Monies allocated for Hanford clean-up must be used for exactly that. Any other use violates e
Tri-Party Agreement and contradicts our commitment to protect our citizens and their
environment from the ravages of nuclear weapons production. Cleaning up the dangerous mess

that we have created at Hanford is our first priority and our first obligation.

It is estimated 1t reactivation would cost more than three billion dollars -- money that would be
drawn away om ongoing clean-up efforts because there are no funds lying around in government
coffers to pay for FFTF. Funding for many worthwhile prdgrams from education to housing to

m« zal a Tiisbei- “tore ated|  use we suppose* ¢ 't “ird them. A :

outlay to restart the Fa.. ..ax Facility is simply indefensible.

Many alternative uses have been proposed for the Hanford facility that are consistent with the
original mission for the clean-up and economic development of the site. The US should lead the
effort to end the proliferation of nuclear weapons, by investing in human potential instead of

human destruction.

2349 RAVBURN BUILDING 1809 7TH AVENUE, SUITE 1212

WASHINGTON, DC 205154707 SEATTLE, WA 98101-1399

(202) 225-3106 PRINTED ON 100% RECvCL  *APER(® (206) 553-7170
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Department of Energy takes this prudent approach. We will be also calling upon our
elected officials to make sure the DOE behaves responsibly.

I am submitting four documents dealing with the research breakthroughs on low-
energy nuclear reactions. Two of them are memos prepared for the League of Women
Voters Nuclear Waste Project by two of the :ading authorities in the new energy field,

I  ugene] llove, editor of Infinite 1 rgy magazineandI Hal Fox, editorof :w
Tier Newsand the »urmal 'NewE ‘rgy. The third is an article from
Infinite Energy by Tom Claytor and other researchers at Los Alamos National
aboratory concerning production of tritium from low voltage deuterium discharge on
pa dium and other me1 s. The fourth is a letter sent to Science magazine by Gustave

K. Kohn, former Chevron scientist, regarding the work of Claytor et al at Los Alamos.
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lear Mr. Hughes: ' ’ L

I :tended the hearings at Seattle Center. I didn't speak there, so you
can't blame me for the distress that showed on your face. I know, you're
just following orders. But, you must see how monsterous this whole thing
is. I'm an engineer--retired now. And I didn't work on nuclear projects.
But I know how the program can become the cause. We either have it or we'll
lose our jobs.

But this is the United States. We have no need for more bomb material.

E 1 vast segments of the public can see that.

I don't know what you can do at your level, perhaps nothing. But stop this
thing at Hanford if you can. The clean-up has to move ahead.

Paul Meyer
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Jear Mr. Hughes:

I am writing to express my deep dismay over the proposed use of the
Fast Flux Test Facility at Hanford for the purpose of producing.
tritium. This would be a clear return to the making of nuclear weapons
at Hi ford ? after the Tri-Party Agreement guaranteed that Hanford?s
days as a weapons center were over. This is unaccept »sle.

I understand that some interested parties claim that the proposed use
of FFTF for making bombs would have a peaceful side effect, that of
creating medical isotopes. This week I attended the public hearing on
this issue at Seattle Center, where I heard the two heads of the U.W.?s
radiation research laboratory, the precise people who would be using
these isotopes, testify that there is no need for any new source of such
medical isotopes, either now or in the future.

The ! TF was not designed for the kind of production that it is now be
considered for. For the production of tritium, many tons of weapons
grade plutonium will have to be shipped into Washington state. We don?t
want it here, and I doubt whether the citizens of the states it will have
to pass through on its way here want it on their land, either, no matter
how : ‘:etingly. We don?t need the bombs that the proposed renewed
weapons program would create, we don?t need the increased pollution the
project would generate, and we don?t need the greatly increased risk of a
nuclear accident in an area where explosions seem to regularly blow the
roof off tanks of radiocactive chemicals.

Sir, please keep to the letter of the law, and SH__ DOWN THE FFTP.
¢ 1cerely, David Thornbrugh











