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Gerry Pollet. 
MR. POLLET: Thanks. For Heart of America Northwest, Gerry Pollet. 

We've heard a confusing tale tonight. On the one hand, we heard we shouldn't do any 
work unless we have a milestone in place. On the other hand, we heard, very clearly, we're doing 
a billion, 2 billion, $2 1 /2 billion of work in the coming year without milestones in place. 

So we know that the work can be done without having a milestone in place. A milestone is 
a floor. It is a legal floor. You can't go below it. And it's important to be enforceable . This 
agreement -- proposed agreement changes and turns on its head the principles of enforceability 
that the State and EPA have been saying for years they want to improve on for the Hanford 
cleanup agreement. 

The Governor has said she wanted to make the Hanford cleanup agreement more 
enforceable -- more readily enforceable by a judge, because the Energy Department has 
repeatedly violated its terms and requirements. 

Those requirements include requesting adequate funding to meet the schedules. 
Determining what the schedules should be is something that's supposed to be done without an 
eye on how much money the Energy Department wants to spend on bombs versus cleanup, 
because that is what the Energy Department plays off: weapons versus cleanup. 

And over the last several years, what we have seen, before the change in administration , 
was a very deliberate choice, by the Energy Department, to put more money into its nuclear 
weapons program at the expense of its cleanup programs, and it didn't request adequate funding 
from Congress for the cleanup program. 

And the State of Washington has taken the Energy Department to court for failing to meet 
its legal requirement to ask Congress for the money to empty single-shell tanks . 

And that is where the obligation is, despite everything else we heard . The State wasn't so 
dumb, the Governor wasn't so dumb, when she was Attorney General of the State of Washington, 
as to sign an agreement that could be satisfied simply by a letter being sent from a site manager 
to headquarters to be lost in the bureaucracy, saying, "By the way, here's how much money we 
have , but ask for it if we're going to be compliant. Now you can ignore that letter." 

No. It's very clear. Enforceability is enhanced when you have a clear schedule. In 
response to comments tonight, we heard, "Well, we'll replace the 'to be determineds,' but what you 
didn't address is the fact that you've got target dates in here, and that's a new term , and a target is 
something you can miss, by definition . They are not enforceable. 

It is a huge step backwards, and it is not okay to tell the public, "Well, we're just day to day, 
day-for-day delay. If we look at the retrieval requirements , for instance, you'll see that there's a lot 
of slippage. It's not a day-for-day slippage, in terms of while you were negotiating. 

We hope that you'll make this agreement far more enforceable and it will have the principle 
that you have to clean up before you add more waste. 

Thank you. 
(End of comment.) 

(Public comment concluded at 8:55 p.m.) 


