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Environmental Control to pe on-site, answerable to the |ocal

monitoring committees to inspect a site. |t would also kick up
from $50, 000 to' $100, 000 per year the anount of noney given 4
the final site |ocal nmonitoring conmittees. | feel this is a

very inportant anendment because it gets, cuts to the heart of
what a lot of our problems are. The accountability of the site

specific studies that are now taking place is very vital . Ve
must consider that the man-made barriers that will be engineered
in these sites will fail. The material of these highly touted

barriers is unknown at this time. W' re not even sure what they

are going to be aade of. Theysay how good they are going to
be, but we're not sure what these materials would be constructed

of, so the quality of our geological barriers must be guaranteed
and unquestionable. Towards this end, | say that the |ocal
nmoni toring conmittees nust have an active role in this process.
The Department of Environnental Control has told ne earlier that
they wll not have a man on the site on a daily basis. Now they
are claining that they will. Three weeks, four weeks |ater they
have told nme nowthat, yes, we will have a man on the site on a
daily basis. Well I...that's nice, | hope they don't change
their mind again |ater and decide not to. Byt even with the DEC
on-site on a daily basis, | think that we need to allow these
| ocal monitoring committees the funding to do the appropriate
monitoring thensel ves. That's ~what they're there Por. Ny
personal experience with state and federal i nspectors on the
railroad and on soil conservation dams has given nme an
i npression that these |ocal people nmust have a | ot of control

and a | ot of say on these sites. |nthe past 16 years, with

daily and weekly contact with these state and federal
i nspectors, | have seen the rules broken nore often than | care
totell about. | think we can only consider that it mght

happen in this case, tpo. @ The Departnent of Environnental
Control has told the local nonitoring commttees they will be
very much involved in this process. I maintain that these

people can be no nore than token committees wjithout the
aﬁpropri ate funding. To gain the acceptability and the trust of
the communities, the trust that has been nissing for years in
this process, we nust allow these people 5 gsayv in their own
future. A geol ogi st or other experts accoun},able to the | ocal

monitoring committee will avoid the situation of US Ecol ogy,
again handing over the data to these people and say here it is,

fol'ks, trust us again. Thathas been one of the mmin problens

all along. Ny questions is,can we trust US Ecol ogy to spend
4 to $6 mllion on these three renaining sites and then have the

gunption to cone back and say to us, ng, folks, none of these
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