CLEAN UP FIRST * NO NEW W ASTE ¢ PROTECT OUR SALMON

U.S. Dept. of Energy’s Tank Closure & Waste Management EIS

Hanford’s radioactive waste threatens our communities and our river. Staggering amounts of

radioactive and chemical waste are currently stored in 177 underground tanks at Hanfc
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Many of these tanks are known to have collectively leatddast a million gallons of radioac
tive and chemical wastato the ground. Some contaminants have reached the groundwa ,-\:/_\T/_\

A
Now is the time to weigh in on the future of Hanford. The Department of Energy’s ©
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(DOE) is taking comments on its “Tank Closure and Waste Management Environmenta

pact Statement” (EIS)a roadmap of key cleanup decision.

Clean Water ~ Healthy Rivers ~ Our Future

Sludge swirls from an aging fuel canister.

DEMAND THAT DOE: 2. Drop the proposal to ship radioactive waste from

across the nation to Hanford . DOE'’s “preferred alternative”
1. Clean up all 53 million gallons of bur- is to ship radioactive waste from across the nation to Hanford
ied nuclear waste to 99.9% retrieval . after the Waste Treatment Plant is operating. It is not acceptable

DOE is deciding how thoroughly to clean up to ship more waste to the banks of the Columbia River, the life
blood of the Pacific Northwest. The State of Washington said,

“disposal of the proposed offsite waste would significantly in-

the 55 million gallons of waste currently helc

in 177 underground storage tanks. DOE is
considering 90%, 99% and 99.9% retrieval crease groundwater impacts to beyond acceptable levels.” DOE

rates. Comparing the turquoise line (90%) toshould exclusively focus on clean up in order to reduce the cancer
the yellow line (99.9%) in the graph on the risks and threats to fish and wildlife posed by existing pollution at

back (Figure-34) shows that the risk of Hanford. Because DOE is decades behind its legal schedule in
cleaning up existing waste, the proposal to ship more waste to

Hanford is unacceptable. It's common serSlean Up First!

Just a few of the 149skeiglanks at Hanford.

cancer significantly increases if DOE
leaves waste in the tanks.

3. Clean up the millions of gallons of nuclear waste that has already leaked and is reaching the Co-
lumbia . DOE’s proposal fails to address important soil and groundwater contamination. DOE should excavate
and fully clean miles of ditches and trenches that contain waste. In addition, DOE should treait tred

Hanford's White Bluffs , a view from the river. o ndwater beneath the leaky storage tanks. Unchecked, plumes of this contamination are movidghewa
river. Complete cleanup is necessary to protect salmon fromiored radioactive and chemical waste.

DEMAND CLEAN UP FIRST!




DOE is accepting public comments on the EIS.
To view the entire EIS, vidititp://www.hanford.gov/orp/?page=146&parent=0
Submit Public Comments by March 19, 2010 to:
Mary Beth Burandt, Document Manager, U.S. Department of Energy, Office of River Protectior)
P.O. Box 1178, Richland, WA 99352
Fax: 888.785.2865; EmaiC&WMEIS@saic.com

DON’'T FORGET YOUR STATE : The States of Washington and Oregon have expressed strong concerns

about DOE’s handling of nuclear waste at Hanfdrell state leaders to demand clean up first. 724 Oak Street . Hood River, OR 97031
Suzanne Dahl, WA Department of Ecology  sdah461@ecy.wa.g®09.372.7892 www.columbiariverkeeper.org
Ken Niles, OR Department of Energy  ken.niles@state.or.us03.378.4906 541.387.303@rk@gorge.net
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